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should be glad to comment upon, if time would |, ; 
| sachusetts;’? which was read a first and second 


aliow; but | know that I have trespassed too much 
on the patience of the Senate in regard to this 
claim, and | will now leave it to their decision. 
Mr.BADGER. Mr. President, 1 do not intend | 
to enter into any discussion on the subject of this 
claim. I wish merely to say that I concur en- 
tirely in what was so well said this morning by 
my friend from Louisiana. Having said that, | 


wish also to add a remark which, I think, is due |) 


to the occasion; that I think my friend from Del- 
aware, in the manner in which he has spoken of 
the President of France, has not maintained that 
high courtesy which usually marks his course. 





The chief of the then Governmentof France was || 


not an intruder into this business. He wasasked 





to act the part of umpire and decide this question. |, 


He decided it. He had no interest in it. He | 
may have erred, as any other man might; but I 
do not think it is exactly fair for us to use terms | 
in respect to him which imply that he is either | 
stupid or corrupt. 
again have occasion to call for the umpirage of a | 
question between us and another Power, such 
remarks having been made here might have some | 
influence in preventing any representa'ive of a 
foreign Government from consenting to act on 
such an occasion. 


But, Mr. President, what I principally rose for || 


was to say, that the Senate is now thin, the hour 
is late, and that, I think, we had better adjourn. 
{ submit that motion. 


S OF CONGRESS, PUBLISHE 


I fear that, if we should ever || 


i} 





The motion was agreed to; and the Senate ad- 
journed to Monday. 


HOUSE OF REPR.uSENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, February 3, 1855. 
The House met at twelve o’clock,m. Prayer 
by Rev. Henry Siicer. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 


° . : | 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, || 


transmitting reports from the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs and the General Land Office, in 
answer to the resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the 19th ultimo, requiring him to in- 
form the House what steps had been taken to carry 


out the stipulations of the treaty with the Dela- || 


ware Indians, made in 1854, as far as relates to 


the land ceded in trust to the United States, and || 


the unlawful occupation of a portion of that ces- 
sion, or the cession of any other Indians; and also 
requiring him to communicate what information 
he may have in regard to alleged trespasses upon 
the same, and whether any officers of the civil, 
military, and Indian service have been engaged in 
speculating in Indian lands, &c.; which, on mo- 
tion by Mr. Fau_xner, was laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. GREEN, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as correctly enrolled the act to 
change the names of the American-built vessels J. 
H. Holmes and Franklin Pierce; and it received 
the signature of the Speaker. 

INTRODUCTION OF A RESOLUTION. 

Mr. FAULKNER. 
sent of the House to permit me to offer a resolu- 
tion calling upon the War Department for some 
papers throwing light upon an engagement which 
took place on the 19%h of August, 1854, with the 
Sioux Indians. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


communicate to this House all the dispatches and all the in- 
formation received by him and on file in his office, relating 
to the engagement which took place near Fort Laramie,on 
the 19th of August, 1854, between a detachment of the Uni- 
ted States troops and the Sioux Indians 


The question was taken; and the resolution was 
agreed to. 


INTRODUCTION OF A BILL. 


Mr. FULLER, by the unanimous consent of 


the House, introduced a bill ‘authorizing the 
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I ask the unanimous con- || 


“MONDAY, FEBRUARY 5, 1855. 
construction of a marine hospital at Chelsea, Mas- 


time by its title, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed. 


CONSIDERATION OF PRIVATE BILLS. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I call for the regular order | 
of business. 

Mr. UPHAM. Will thegentleman from Ohio 
allow me to makea motion, which will occupy but 
a moment? 
tee of the House on the Smithsonian Institution, 
to ask authority from the House to employ a 
clerk. 

Mr. EDGERTON. 
order of business. 

Mr. UPHAM. Do I understand that the mem- 
ber from Ohio still insists upon the regular order? 


The SPEAKER. The member from Ohio [ Mr. 


I insist upon the regular 


| Epcerron] and the member from Tennessee [Mr. 


Jones} both insist upon the regular order. 

Mr. UPHAM. The business of the select 
committee requires a clerk to be appointed forth- 
with. We need him but for a short period. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Ohio withdraw his objection to the motion of the 


| gentleman from Massachusetts ? 


Mr. EDGERTON. Ido not. 
The SPEAKER. The business first: in order 


| is the consideration of private bills reported by 
| a Committee of the Whole House yesterday 
| evening. 


The following Senate bills were reported, with- 


An act for the relief of E. J. McLane; 
An act for the relief of Catharine B. Arnold; 
| and 


| 
| out amendment: 
j 


| An act to increase the pension of Patrick C. 
Miles. 

| The bills were then severally ordered to be read 

| a third time; and having been read, they were sub- 
sequently passed. 


The following House bills and resolutions, 
reported from the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, without amendment, yes- 
terday, were next taken up, and severally ordered 
| to be engrossed and read a third time; and having 
| been engrossed, were read a third time, and passed: 
A bill for the relief of Henry H. Marsh; 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Ridgway; 
A joint resolution for the relief of John Dugan; 


A bill for the relief of the legal representatives | 


of William A. Christian; 


A bill for the relief of Sarah Morris, only heir 


| of Robert Mitchell, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of William Brown; 

A bill for the relief of James Mcintire; 

A bill for the relief of Solomon La Follett; 
A 

A 





bill for the relief of Elizabeth Foreman; 
Turner, in the State of Maine; 
ington county, in the State of Tennessee; 


| State of Tennessee; 


D BY JOHN C. RIVES, WASHINGTON, D. Cc. 


l am directed by the select commit- | 


bill for the further relief of Isaac Allen, of | 


A bill for the relief of Wyatt Griffith, of Wash- || 


mr 


— 
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| _ House bill No. 682, reported yesterday from a 
| Committee of the Whole House without amend- 
| ment, for the relief of Frederick Griffing, was 
| next taken up. 


| Mr STANTON, of Tennessee. The bill pro- 


|| vides for the payment, to Frederick Griffing, of 


| a certain amount of purchase money due him from 
\the Government, but, by an error, the words, 
| “* out of the Treasury”? were omitted from the 
| bill. IL move that those words be inserted in the 
| third line. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 


| read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 


|| subsequently read a third time, and passed. 


Mr. HENN. House bill (No. 705) for the 

| relief of the assignee of bounty land warrant, 

No. 27849, issued to William Phillips and Sarah 

Connor, was reported yesterday from a Commit- 

| tee of the Whole House, with a recommendation 
{ that it do pass. 

The object of that bill is provided for by gen- 
| eral law, and it is unnecessary to encumber the 
| statute-book with it. It ought not to pass. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I am satisfied that sach 
| is the case, and I am willing that the bill be laid 
/upon the table. I make that motion. 

| ‘The question was put; and the motion was 
| agreed to. 

| House bill (No. 570) for the relief of John R. 
| Bowes, agent in charge of the property of the 
| United States at Michigan City, in the State of 
|| Indiana, was next reported to the House. 

| Mr. HAVEN. This bill, which was reported 
| yesterday from a Committee of the Whole House, 
| 1s a bill to provide for the payment of a small 
| claim of $800 to an agent having charge of some 
| public property in Indiana. It should pass of 
|| course. 

There is aclaim of $452 32, which the proper 
Department declares to be due to a man by the 
name of Isaac S. Smith, of Buffalo, for like ser- 

vices there. The Committee of Ways and Means 
| are in favor of it, and | wish to put the two claims 
| together, and pass them both at once. 

I offer the following as an amendment: 
Sec. 2. And be ut further enacted, That the Secretary of 


the Treasuty be, and he hereby is, authorized and directed 


|| to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 

| propriated, to Isaac 8. Smith $452 32, in full of his account 

|| for care of public property in the city of Buffalo up to the 

1} = of April, 1853, under the direction of the Topographical 
ureau. 





|| The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was then ordered to be 
|| engrossed and read a third time; and being en- 
grossed, it was subsequently read a third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. HAVEN. I move to amend the title by 
adding the words ‘‘and Isaac S. Smith, of the 
| city of Buffalo.” 
|| ‘The amendment was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. The bill of the House (No. 
627) for the relief of Thomas C. Ramsey and An- 





A bill for the relief of Medford Caffey, of the || anias O. Richardson, was reported from a Com- 


| mittee of the Whole House, without amendment; 
|| but upon being reported, an amendment was 


A joint resolution for the relief of James Hughes; || offered by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 


| A bill for the relief of Paul S. Ridgway; 


| A bill granting a pension to Joseph McCormick; 
A bill for the benefit of the heirs of Philip R. 


Rice, deceased; 


| deceased; 
| A bill for the relief of William Haggerty; 


A bill for the relief of Rebecca Winn, widow || 
and executrix of the last will and testament of | 


| Ti i in the 
Resolved, That the Secretaryof War be requested to || Timothy Winn, deceased, late a purser 


| Navy of the United States; 
A bill for the relief of Fhomas S. J. Johnson; 


|| vania; 


| 
| 
i} 





ton county, Washington Territory; 
A bill for the relief of James P. Roan; and 





of the Territory of Washington. 


|| A bill for the relief of the widow of W. Irving, 


| _A bill increasing the pension of Anthony W. 
| Bayard, of Bellefonte, in the State of Peansyl- 


A bill for the relief of George Bush, of Thurs- | 


A bill confirming a land claim to Elijah White, || sons of my objection. 


| Lercuer,] and adopted. The Clerk will report 
the amendment. 

| The amendment was to insert in the fourth line, 
after the word ‘* Tennessee’ the words ‘ and 

James McLaughlin,” so as to include him within 
|| the provisions of the bill. 
|| ‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was sub- 
| se uently read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. LETCHER. I move to amend thetitle of 
the bill, by inserting, after the others, the name of 
James McLaughlin. 

Mr. ROWE. I object. 

Mr. LETCHER. The gentleman had better 
state his reasons for his objection. 

Mr. ROWE. The gentleman calls for the rea- 
Well, in the first place, [ 
think that the bill is an improper one. In the next 
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pen 1 think that the gentleman has squeezed 


is amendment in without the knowledge of the- 


House. Yesterday | objected to his amendinent. 
I supposed, of course, that my objection was en- 
tered; but it seems that it does notappear upon the 
Journal, 

The SPEAKER. The amendment was made 
in the Houre, and was regularly in order. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The gentleman 
from New York says that the bill is an improper 
one. I will state, in a few words, its original pro- 
vision. [tis for an increase of pension allowed, 
under the laws of the country, to Thomas C. 
Ramsey and Ananias O. Richardson, from eight 
to sixteen dollars the month, each of them having 
lost a rightarm atthe battle of Monterey. These 
two men live in the State of Tennessee, but are‘not 
constituents of mine. The Legislature of that 
State unanimously petitioned Congress to grant 
this inerease of pension. When the Tennessee 
and the Mississippi regiments were making a 
charge upon the fort at Monterey, the first ball 
which struck the American troops took off the 
right arms of Ramsey and Richardson, and the 
left leg of another member of their company, who 
now lives in my county. The same ball which 
deprived these men of their right arms and another 
of his left leg, killed four other members of the 
company. ‘The mishap was witnessed by my 
friend, the Delegate from Kansas, (Mr. Wuir- 
FIELD. | 

Mr. ROWE. This amendment was not before 
the committee yesterday. It strikes me as im- 
proper, because its subject-matter has not been 
sufficiently explained to the House. 

In answer to the gentleman from Tennessee, I 
will inquire of him whether James McLaughlin, 
who is now introduced by the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Lercuer,} was one of the persons 
of whom he speaks? 

Mr. JONES. | understood the gentleman from 
Virginia to have stated yesterday, in explanation 
of his amendment, that Mr. McLaughlin lost his 
right arm in some battle of the war 1812. 

Mr. LETCHER. Yes, sir, and while he was 
under the command of General Harrison. The 
facta have been fully set before the House. 

Mr. ROWE. I have seen no statement of the 
facts, The House do not know the facts, 

The SPEAKER. Discussion is taking a wide 
range on the motion for amendment of the title of 
the bill. 

The gentleman from New York, as the Chair 
understands, raises the question of order that the 
Journal has not been properly made up; that the 
amendment is improperly before the House, he 
having objected to it ata time when amendments 
were not in order. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. When the chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole House made 
his report, yesterday, | was temporarily occupy- 
ing the chair. The gentleman from Virginia{Mr. 
Lercuger] moved to amend House bill (No. 627) 
for the relief of Thomas C. Ramsey and Ananias 
0. Richardson, by inserting the name of James 
McLaughlin, of Virginia. The Chair stated that, 
if there was no objection, the amendment would 
be entertained. 

Mr. ROWE. I made objection at that time. 

Mr. JONES. If the gentleman did, the Chair 
did not hear it. 1 believe that the gentleman did 
object in committee. 

Mr. ROWE. And I objected to the amend- 
ment in the House, after the chairman made his 
report from a Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr, LETCHER. There was no objection 
heard by any man in the House. I appeal to 
members to say whether there was. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desired an expla- 
nation only for the satisfaction of gentlemen. If 
the amendment was made in the House, as the 
Chair understands it was, it was in order, and 
there could be no question of order upon it. The 
only question now is upon the amendment to the 
utle of the bill, the bill having passed. 


THE CONG 


Mr. HAVEN. I call for the previous question 
on the amendment to the title. 

Mr. JONES. As Il was in the chair when the 
Chairman of a Committee of the Whole House 
made his report, | hope | may be permitted to say 
that 1 did not understand a gentleman could object 
toan amendment being proposed; he might ob- 
ject to the consideration of the bill. 

‘he cail for the previous question received a 
secoud, and the main question was ordered to be 
now put, 

The amendment to the title was agreed to; and 
he title, as amended, was adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon 
the following amendment of a Committee of the 
Whole House to Senate bill (No. 142) for the 
relief of Don Juan B. Domercq: 

Add at the end of the bill the words: 

Which shall be in full sausfaction for any claim upon 
the Government of the United States. 

‘The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; 
and being read a third time, it was passed. 


The SPEAKER. The Committee of the Whole 
House have reported a substitute for House bill 
(No. 628) to repeal an act enttled ‘* An act for the 
relief of George M. Bentley, of the State of Indi- 
ana,’’ approved August 5, 1854, in these words: 

“That no payment shall be made to George M. Bentley 
after the 4th of March, 1855, under an act entitled ‘ an act 
tor the reliei of George M. Bentley, of the State of Indi- 
ana,’? approved August 5, 1814, until the claim and a 
right to a pension of the said Bentley shall have been pre- 
sented to the Commissioner of Pensions, approved and 
allowed under the rules and regulations governing the 
examination and allowance of invalid pension claims for 
disabilities contracted in the Mexican war.”? 

‘The substitute was adopted. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was read a 
third ume, and passed, 

Oa mouon by Mr. HENDRICKS, the title was 
amended by striking out the word ‘“trepeai,’’ and 
inserting in its stead the word ‘* amend;”’ so that 
it would read, an actto amend an act entitled 
‘* An act for the relief of George M. Bentley, of the 
State of Indiana,’’ approved August 5, 1854. 


Senate joint resolution (No. 42) for the relief 
of George W. McCerren, reported from a Com- 
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mittee uf the Whole House, with an amendment | 


to strike out the words ** with interest thereon 
from the date of their seizure,’’ came up next in 
order. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution, as amended, was then ordered to 
a third reading; and was accordingly read a third 


| time, and pass-d. 


Senate bill (No. 346) for the relief of the heirs- 
at-law of William Van Wart, deceased, reported 


from a Committee of the Whole House, with an || 


amendment to strike out the words ‘* heirs-at- 
law,’’ and insert ‘‘ children,’? came up next for 
consideration. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill, asamended, was then ordered toa third || 
and was accordingly read a third time, | 


reading; 
and passed. 


House bill (No. 700) for the relief of the heirs | 


of Thomas Morris, reported from a Committee 
of the Whole House, with an amendment to 


| strike out, in the fourth line, the word ‘* heirs,” 
/and insert in lieu thereof the word ‘ children,” 
/came up next in order. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MILLER, of Indiana. 
amend, by inserting, after the word ** children,” 


| the words *‘ and grandchildren.” 


Mr. ROWE. Could not objection be made | 


when the amendment was proposed here? 

The SPEAKER. If the bill was up for con- 
sideration in the House, the amendment was in 
order. 

Mr. ROWE. I then made objection. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment was most 
certainly in order this morning, when the bill was 
up. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MILLER. I movestill further to amend, 


| by striking out, in the twelfth line, the word 
| * heirs,” and inserting in lieu thereof the words 


‘children and grandchildren.”’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill, as amended, was then ordered to be 


/ engrossed and read a third time; and being en- 


grossed, was accordingly read a third time and 
assed. 
Mr. MILLER. 


I move to further | 


I move to amend the title so | 


as to make it conform to the bill, by striking out | 


the word “‘heirs’’ and inserting in lieu thereof 


the words ** children and grandchildren,’’ so that | 


the title would read: 
‘* A bill for the relief of the children and grand- 


|| children of Thomas Morris.” 





February 3, 
The amendment was agreed to; and the title ~ 
amended, agreed to. : 


House bill (No. 611) for the relief of Willian 
G. Preston, late a captain in the war of the United 
States with Mexico. 

The Committee of the Whole House reported 
the following substitute for the bill: 

That the sum of $375 25 be, and the same is hereby, ap. 
propriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not other. 
wise appropriated, and that the same be paid to William G 
Preston, late a captain in the war with Mexico, to rein. 
burse him for subsisting his command, and foraging the 
horses of his company, from Ozark to Washington in 
Hempstead county, in the State of Arkansas, S 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en. 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
was accordingly read a third time, and passed. 

‘The title of the bill was then made to conform 
to the amendment. 


House bill (No. 708) for the relief of James P. 
Roan, reported from a Committee of the Whole 
House, with an amendment to strike out the word 
** relation’”’ and insert the word ‘* location,”’ came 
up next in order. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was then ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being en. 
grossed, was accordingly read a third time, and 
passed. 

Senate bill (No. 356) for the relief of George 
Dennett, of Portsmouth, New Hampshire, re- 
ported from a Committee of the Whole House, 
with a recommendation that it do not pass, came 
up next in order. 

Mr. EDGERTON. 
laid upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HILLYER. [ ask the unanimous consent 
of the House, that the Committee of the Whole 
Fiouse may be discharged from the further con- 

| sideration of Senate bill (No. 256) for the relief 
| of the West Feliciana Railroad and the Georgia 
Railroad and Banking Company. All objection 
| to this bill, so far as | know, in Committee of the 
| Whole House has been withdrawn. 

| [Cries of ‘* Read the bill.”’) 
| . The bill was read in extenso. It directs the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to refund to the West Fe- 
| liciana Railroad Company, the amount paid by 
| them on judgments obtained against said company 
by suits instituted on duty bonds given by said 
company for the importation of certain bars of 
railroad iron imported at New Orleans, in July, 
1836; and at New York in the same month of the 
same year. 

The second section makes a similar provision 
in reference to the Georgia Railroad and Banking 
Company. 

The report was also read, from which it appears 
that, under the provisions of the act of Congress 
of 1832, many companies were invited by Congress 
| to enter upon the construction of railroads in all 
| parts of the United States, as said act authorized 
the Secretary of the Treasury to return the duties 
upon all rails when duly certified that they had 
been laid down for use. Among other companies, 
under this act of 1832, were the West Feliciana 
and Georgia Railroad and Banking Companies, 
who embarked upon the construction of their 
roads. In the progress of their undertaking the 
_ money market was greatly embarrassed, still these 
companies struggled on with their roads. 

In 1843, Congress enacted a law directing that, 
after a certain day in that year, all rails imported 
should pay duties, if not laid down before a defi- 
nite day therein mentioned. This enactment, 
however, did not and could not equitably apply ‘o 
| companies that had coumensed helt roads under 
and upon the faith of the provisions of the act of 
1832, promising a return of duties when the rails 
should be laid down. And what proves this 
clearly te be the case is the fact that, on the very 
_ day that the act of 1843 was to go into operation, 
the two Houses of Congress passed an act giving 
a year within which the parties might certify that 
the rails were laid down. 

Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. Does the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Georgia require unani- 
mous consent? 


The SPEAKER. 


I move that the bill be 





It does. 


Mr. JONES. Then I object. 
Mr. REESE. I hope the gentleman from Penn: 
| sylvania will withdraw his objection to this bill. 
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Mr. HILLYER. I ask the gentleman from || 


Pennsylvania, and the Hoyse, to indulge me ina 
brief explanation. 

The SPEAKER. If not objected to, the gen- 

tleman can make a statement. 
" Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. I will say to 
the gentleman from Georgia, (Mr. Reese,] that I 
would withdraw the objection with much pleas- 
ure, but I feel bound to object, for the reason that 
Iam opposed to all class legislation. A general 
jaw would be much less objectionable to me than 
such a measure as this. Another reason is, that 
| cannot now, and never could, see the propriety 
of making a distinction in favor of railroad iron, 
against all other iron or other articles. I cannot, 
therefore, withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. If not objected to, the gen- 
tleman from Georgia will now be allowed to make 
a statement to the House. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. HILLYER. My statement will be very 
brief, and | can speak from my own knowledge 
of the history of this transaction, so far as it re- 
jates to the Georgia Railroad and Banking Com- 
pany. In 1832 the Congress of the United States 
passed an act authorizing that the duties on rail- 
road iron should be remitted, upon its being made 
to appear at the Treasury that the railroad iron 
thus imported had been actually laid down for 
use. That act continued in force for eleven years, 
and during its operation, the West Feliciana Rail- 
road, and the Georgia Railroad Company were 
organized and went iato operation. I do not 
know anything about the history of the West 
Feliciana Railroad; but | know that the Georgia 

tailroad and Banking Company was composed of 
the most substantial capitalists in our State. The 
capital of the company, amounting to about four 
millions of dollars, was actually paid in, in cash. 
And, with the funds and resources of the compa- 
ny this iron was purchased in the foreign market, 
imported, and laid down as fast as the company 
could do it. But after having bought the iron 
under the act of 1832, and with the clear right 
under that act to have the duty remitted upon 
laying down the iron, and before they had been 
able to complete the road, which is nearly one 
hundred and ninety miles in length, the limitation 


prescribed by an act of 1843, within which iron || 


imported under the act of 1832 should be laid 
down, expired; so that they were not entitled to 
have the duty refunded to them, because they 
were not able to lay down the iron by the time 
prescribed by the act of 1843, although they had 
ordered it, and it was being shipped to this coun- 
try, and was actually laid down for use very soon 
after its reception. Every railroad company in 
the United States, so far as I have been able to 
learn, similarly situated, has already been re- 
lieved; and, in the case of one railroad company in 
Pennsylvania, the duty was remitted in favor of 
the securities of the company on the very day 
that the limitation in the act of 1843 took effect. 
Every other company that I have heard of has been 
relieved. These two companies have applied for 
relief again and again, during the last ten years, 
and six times a bill in favor of the Georgia Rail- 
road and Banking Company has passed the Senate 
unanimously. It has, several times, passed this 
House, but owing to the accidents incident to 
legislation, it has never been got through both 
Houses of the same Congress. It is, at present, 


passed were protectionists, and that was the party 
that exempted railroad iron from duty. Iam no 
protectionist. [am for equality of taxation. !f 
a general law is proposed putting everything sub- 
ject to taxation for revenue upon the same footing 
of equality, I shall not object to it. I am in favor 
ofa revenue standard. I do not want more reve- 


were in power at the time that the act of 1832 was 


| nue produced than is absolutely necessary for an 


| wrongs will never make a right. 


economical administration of the Government. 1 
object to this bill, not upon the principle of pro- 
tection, but because | think that railroad tron 
should be placed upon the same footing with all 
other subjects of taxation. 

I am not familiar with the facts of this particu- 
lar case, but even if it be true, as the gentleman 
states, that bills have been passed by Congress 
for the relief of companies similarly situated, then 
I can only say to my friend from Georgia, that two 
if one such bill 
had got through by class legislation, | know my 
friend from Georgia never would appeal to me in 
a similar case for my vote, if the first, in my judg- 


|; ment, was wrong. 


Mr. HILLYER. I hope the gentleman will 
now withdraw his amendment. 


Mr. EDGERTON. I understand that the gen- 


| tleman from Pennsylvania declines to withdraw 
| his objection. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I hope the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania will allow me to make a 
brief explanation. 

Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. 
jection to that. 

Mr. EDGERTON. Nothing is to be gained 


I have no ob- 


| by it if the gentleman insists on his objection. I 


|| therefore move that the House resolve itself into 


| a Committee of the Whole House on the Private 


Calendar. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Will it be in order, Mr. 


| Speaker, to move that the House do now resolve 


buried in the Committee of the Whole House, | 


and is, therefore, likely to be again lost. I do 


hope, therefore, that the gentleman from Pennsy!- | 
vania will withdraw his objection, and | will im- 


mediately call the previous question, so that the 
bill may be passed at once without obstructing the 
business of the House. 

Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. 


1 desire to say | 


that the gentleman from Georgia is entirely mis- | 


taken when he supposes that my course upon 
this subject is influenced by local interests, or by 


local feelings. Sir, if I were called upon to-day | 


to record my vote upon a proposition to exempt 
railroad company in Pennsylvania from the pay- 


ment of duty upon railroad iron, | would vote | 


against it emphatically. 

There is another statement which the gentleman 
has made, in which I wish to correct him. He 
seemed to throw out the idea that the objectors to 
these bills, for the remission of the duty on rail- 
road iron, are protectionists. Sir, a greater mistake 
never was conceived of. The very gentlemen who 


itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 

state of the Union? Ifso, I make that motion. 
Mr. REESE. I hope the House will first dis- 

pose of this question. 

| The SPEAKER. The motion first in order, 

'is that submitted by the gentleman from Ohio, 

| (Mr. Epcerron,] to go into a Committee of the 

| Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, (to Mr. Encer- 

| Tron.) The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


ones] has withdrawn his objection t ill, to | 
| J ] J on to the bill, to 1 ler, Chase, Chastain, Chrisinan, Clingman, Cook, Cullom, 


| allow me to make an explanation. 

The SPEAKER. Explanation can only be 
| made by unanimous consent. 

| Mr. WHEELER, Then I object. 

| Mr. HOUSTON. I ask that the question be 
| put to the House. 

| Mr. HAVEN. I wish the House to accord 
| me one moment to make an appeal. 

| Mr. WHEELER. 
| regular order of business. 

| Mr. HAVEN. I want to state to the gentle- 
| man from Ohio, [Mr. Epcerron,} and to the 
| House, that the subject which I desire to bring 
| before the House, relates to the Private Calendar, 
and is, therefore, legitimate in this place. 

Mr. EDGERTON. 1 understand that very 
well; but the bill cannot be taken from a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
| dar, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
| Jones] insists on his objection; therefore nothing 
can be gained by continuing this discussion. 

Mr. FONES, of Tennessee. He has with- 
drawn it for the purpose of explanation. 

Mr. HAVEN. I appeal to the House to give 
me a moment’s hearing. 

Mr. LILLY. I object to anything further with 
regard to this bill. 

Mr. HAVEN. It is not with reference to that 
bill that I desire the courtesy of the House. The 
| gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Epeerron,] and the 
gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. Litty,]} are 
both unadvised of what I desire to ask of the 
House; but it is not, as they seem to think, in ref- 
erence to the railroad iron bill. That matter is 
now out of the way; and if the House will permit 
me, I will swing into order. Ali I ask is to be 
| heard one moment. 

[Cries of ‘* Yes!’’ ** Yes!’’} 

Mr. HAVEN. I would like to have the House 
| take up a private bill for the benefit of a woman, 
| who is now staying in this city. I do not ask it 





E CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1 object; and insist on the 
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to let her either stay or go. I allade to Senate 
bill No. 285, reported from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, which is an act for the relief of 
the heirs of Brigadier General R. F. Mason. It 
being a private bill, if the House would now take 
it up, or dispose of it one way or other, it would 
be, in my opinion, engaged in a good work. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Ohio, and the House, agree to the proposition of 
the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Haven ?| 

Mr. COBB. I have a measure here which I 
desire to report, in which over a thousand widows 
are deeply interested. Pe 

Mr. EDGERTON. I insist on my motion to go 
into a Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and on that motion I ask the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. Sd that 
the House may understand on what it is about to 
vote, I ask the Speaker what the first bill on the 
Calendar is? 

[Cries of ** Order! ’’ ** Order! ’”] 

Mr. EDGERTON. | object to the gentleman 
from Illinois asking any such question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STRAUB. lask if it is not in order to 
inquire what the first bill on the Private Calendar 
is? 

Mr. EDGERTON. 
to it. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the 
inquiry is not in order. But every gentleman 
can understand the matter as well as the Chair 
can. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 85, nays 77; as follows: 


Itisnot inorder. I object 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis 
Allen, Ball, Belcher, Bliss, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
Bristow, Brooks, Caskie, Chamberlain, Clark, Cobb, Cor- 
win, Cox, Crocker, John G. Davis, Thomas Davis, Disney, 
Dunbar, Eddy, Edgerton, Edmundson, Ellison, Everhart, 
Flagler, Florence, Fuller, Grey, Aaron Harlan, Haven, 
Hendricks, Henn, Hiester, Hill, Howe, Johnson, Roland 
Jones, Kittredge, Lamb, Lane, Lilly, Lindsley, Mace, 
May, Meacham, Middleswarth, Morrison, Murray, Nichols, 
Mordecai Oliver, Peckham, Powell, Pratt, Preston, Ready, 
David Ritchie, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Russell, Sew- 
ard, Seymour, Simmons, Singleton, William Smith, Fred- 


|; erick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens, 


Andrew Stuart, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, Teller, 
Thurston, Trout, Upbam, Walsh, Wells, Tappan Went- 
worth, Westbrook, Witte, Hendrick B. Wright, Yates, and 
| Zollicoffer—85. 
| NAYS— Messrs. Appleton, Ashe, Barksdale, Barry, Ben- 
net, Benson, Bocock, Bugg, Campbell, Carpenter, Chand- 


Dawson, Eastman, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, John M. 
| Elliott, Etheridge, Farley, Faulkner, Franklin, Gamble, 
Goodwin, Greenwood, Andrew J. Harlan, Hastings, Hib- 
bard, Hillyer, Houston, Hunt, Daniel T. Jones, George W. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Knox, Kurtz, Letcher, 
McDougall, Matteson, Mayall, Morgan, Noble, Norton, 
Olds, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, Pennington, John 
Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Pringle, Puryear, Reese, Rowe, 
Ruffin, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Shaw, Skelton, Samuel A. 
Smith, George W. Smyth, Straub, John L. Taylor, Na- 
thaniel G. Taylor, Vansant, Wade, Walley, Ellibu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, and John Wentworth—77. 


So the House resolved itself into a Committee, 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
(Mr. Greenwoop in the chair.) 


INTRODUCTION OF A BILL. 


Previously to the Chairman taking his seat, 

Mr. CASKIE said: I desire to ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House to report a bill from 
the Committee on the Judiciary, in order that it 
| may take its place on the Private Calendar. | 
should have reported it yesterday, but I did not 
happen to have the papers with me. 

There being no objection, the following bill was 
read a first and second time by its title, referred 
toa Committee of the Whole House, and ordered 
| to be printed: 

Bill for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Joseph Nourse, deceased. 


| PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


The CHAIRMAN. The first bill on the Cal- 

| endar ia a bill for the relief of Samuel Colt. 
| Mr. FLORENCE. 4t is known that the com- 
| mittee yesterday commenced at the middle of the 
Calendar; and as it is probable, indeed, that we 
| will not get up the consideration of private bills 
on another objection day during the remainder of 
this session, I would suggest to the committee that 
we begin at the top of the Calendar and go through 
it, passing those bills to which no objection will 


be made. That course will relieve the committee 


| to pass the bill, but simply to pass upon it, so as |) much, very much, indeed, and will enable us todo 
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justice to claimants who are waiting here, asking 
relief from the Government. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
has no right to do that. Only the House can 
make such an order. Besides, every bill on the 
Calendar has been heretofore called on objection 
days, and has been objected to. 

Mr. FLORENCE. 1 would state to the gen- 
tleman from ‘Tennessee, that there is a bill on the 
Calendar to which, as [ understand, no objection 
has been made. I allude to the bill for the relief 
of Mr. Myerle. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that 
there are sorne twenty bills upon the Calendar 
which were not passed upon yesterday. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 1 suppose that the 
next calling of the Calendar should be commenced 
at the beginning, and I insist upon that course 
being pursued now. 


Mr, FLORENCE. 


The committee 


On last private objection 


day—— 

Mr. EDGERTON, (interrupting.) I rise toa 
question of order. The gentieman from Penn- 
sylvania {Mr. FLORENCE] is not discussing any 
point regularly before the committee. I call for 


the regular order of business, 

Mr. FLORENCE. 1 am merely making a 
personal explanation, a privilege which seems to be 
conceded generally to every member on this floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will proceed to 
have taken up the first bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. FLORENCE. 





House by indisposition 

[Cries of ** Order!’’ ** Order!’’) 

Mr. FLORENCE. May I not have an oppor- 
tunity to make a personal explanation ? 

[Cries of ‘* Certainly.’’ **Go on;”’ and * Or- 
der !”’ ** Order!”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection being made, the 


gentleman from Pennsylvania cannot be allowed | 


to proceed. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Is it possible that objec- 
tion has been made by any gentleman on this floor 
to my making a personal explanation ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection has been made. 

Mr. FLORENCE. By whom? 

Mr. WHEELER and Mr. WALSH, (rising 
in their seats.) I object. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I think that the gentleman 
from New York owes it to me to withdraw his 
objection. 

Mr. WHEELER. 

Mr. FLORENCE. 

ater of ** Order!”’ “ Order !’’) 

‘he CHAIRMAN. Objections are made all 
around to the gentleman’s proceeding; and the 
entleman must take his seat. 

Mr. WALSH. The Chair has informed the 
gentleman when he was called to order, that he 


I withdraw it. 


must take his seat; and it is only an aggravation | 


for him to remain standing. [Laughter.} 

Mr. FLORENCE. I understood the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Wueever] to with- 
draw his objection, and I supposed that I was in 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. But objections have been 
made by other gentleman. 

The business first in order is the consideration 
of House bill (No, 59) for the relief of Samuel 

olt. 

The bill was then read through by the Clerk. 

Mr. PECK. Is it in order to move to lay this 
bill aside informally? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman has a right 
to make that motion. 

Mr, PECK. I then make that motion. 

Mr. PRATT. I wish that the House would 
indulge mea few moments in explanation of this 
bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


should be heard ? 
[Cries of ** Agreed !’’ ** Agreed !”’ from all parts 
of the House. - 


Mr. PRATT. This matter seems to have been | 


made one of very great importance—so much so, 
as to have occasioned the appomtment of a select 
committee, which has been acting, or attempting 
to act, more or less, during the last and present 
sessiona of Congress. 

Mr. HIBBARD. [rise to a question of order. 
A motion has been made by the gentleman from 
New York to lay aside this bill informally. 


l was about to state that, 
on the last objection day, | was absent from the | 


I desire merely to explain. | 


i 


Is it the pleasure of the 
House that the gentleman from Connecticut | 


| mittee of the Whole House. 
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. i = | 
Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman from Con- | 
+ necticut has had the unanimous consent of the 


House to proceed with his remarks. 

Mr. HIBBARD. My point of order relates:to 
the question of priority of business. 

Mr. PRATT. I am entitled to the floor, and 
I have a right to call the gentleman from New 
Hampshire to order. [Laughter.] I do not de- 


sire to embarrass the proceedings of the commit- |! 


tee—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to say, 
in reply to the gentleman from New Hampshire, | 
who has raised a question of order, that he under- 
stood thegentieman from Connecticut[Mr. Pratt] | 


was i eelial the floor by unanimous consent. || 
3 


Mr. HIBBARD. 
is. I understand that, according to the rules of | 
the House, a question relating to the priority of | 
business is not debatable. I have a right to raise 
a question of order. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The rules to which 
the gentleman from New Hampshire refers relates 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and does not affect proceedings in a Com- | 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will again state | 
that the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Pratr] 
is occupying the floor by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PRATT. I understand that 1 have the 
unanimous consent of the House to make a few re- 
marks in relation tothiscase. I will be very brief. | 

I have no desire, Mr. Chairman, to embarrass | 
the proceedings of this body, either in the House | 
orin committee. I have occupied the time of this 
House but seldom during the last or present ses- 
sion of Congress. But this is a matter in which 
I have a personal interest, [laughter,] because the 
reputation of a personal friend of mine is at stake; 
that is all the interest | have in this matter; that, 
to me, is enough. I’or what does Colonel Colt 
apply? Foran extension of his patent for making 
fire-arms. He comes before this body, as any | 
American citizen has a right to do, asking for 
what he believes to be right and just. Colonel 
Colt has been charged indirectly, if not directly, 
with doing what is not becoming an honorable 
man, If take occasion, in my place here, to deny 
that he has himself, either directly or indirectly, 
done anything which would be unbecoming the 
character of any gentleman upon this floor, or any | 
gentleman in this country. He has been charged 
with using improper outside means and influences | 
to accomplish his object; he has been charged 
with attempting to bribe members upon this floor. 

Before proceeding further, [ should like to have 
the gentleman rise in his place, if there is such a 
one here, who has been bribed, (great laughter,] 
or upon whom bribery has been attempted, by 
money or anything else. I say, with all respect 
to the committee, and to the individuals composing 


it, that I look upon this whole movement as re- || 


flecting upon the character of this House. I do 


not know an individual upon this floor who could || 
If there is such a one, I am sorry for || 


be bribed. 
it, and sorry for the district he represents. Mr. | 
Colt was desirous of procuring the extension of 


his patent—a fact that every gentleman upon this || 


floor knows. His attorney, Mr. Dickerson, who | 
had charge of the matter, may have acted un- | 
wisely. He, doubtless, pursued such a course as 
he deemed advisable, with a view to accomplish 
the desired object; such a course as those inter- 
ested in similar projects have felt themselves bound 


to take, in order to success. {Laughter.] I have || 


but a slight acquaintaace with Mr. Dickerson, | 
but from what I know of him, I believe him to be 
a high-minded gentleman. I cannot believe he 
would be guilty of anything dishonorable. 
satisfied he has conducted this matter fairly. 

A partial report was made the other day by 
the committee appointed to investigate the matters 
connected with this and other cases. In that re- 
port, Mr. Chase, who occupies a seat on this floor | 
as reporter, was referred to, and I beg leave to | 
read some of his testimony before the committee. 
Here is a portion of it: 


“ Mr. W. B. Chase, being duly sworn, testifies as fol- 
lows : 

“ Question by Mr. Eliot,—Have you been engaged as agent | 
or attorney, or otherwise, to aid the passage of Colonel 


Colt’s application before Congress for an extension of his || 


patent ? 


** Answer. —Early in the session Colonel Clemens remind- 
ed me of the intimacy that had existed between Colonel Colt 


\} and myeelf, and asked me if I would assist him (Clemens) 


I wish to ascertain how this || 


|| this matter. 


I | 
- | the purpose of saying that, in my judgment, we 
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in furthering Colonel Colt’s interests. I replied, I woulg 
do so cheertully. 

** Question by Mr. Eliof.—Whether or not were you re. 
tained for that purpose ; and if so, will you please state the 
service which you were to render, and the compensation 


| paid or to be paid, and whether or not that compensation 


was absolute or contingent? 

** Answer.—I was notretained. The kind of service was 
not designated. No rate of compensation was named 
No allusion was made to compensation at all. ; 


Now, Mr. Chairman, that the House may know 
how liable a committee is to be deceived by testi. 
mony presented to it, and how the House itself 
may be deceived by such testimony. I take occa. 
sion to state that Colonel Colt was in this city q 
fortnight since, on business not at all connected 
with his patent extension. In speaking of Mr, 
Chase, he declared to me that he did not know 
him; had never seen him that he was aware of; 

and could not point him out if he was mixed y 
with half a dozen persons. I understand from 
Colonel Clemens, that Mr. Chase was entirely 
mistaken and incorrcct in his statement, so far ag 
he is concerned; that he never made any such re. 
mark as Mr. Chase attributes to him. 

I only instance this to show how very liable 


| committees are to be deceived by testimony brought 


before them. My main object is to defend Mr, 
Colt’s reputation, which, to him, is dearer than 
money, or any advantage which this Congress 
could confer upon him He has been traveling in 
Europe, and is there treated with marked attention, 
as he deserves to be, wherever he may happen to 
go. I know him well, and I know him to be a 
high-minded, honorable man, above suspicion, 
and one of the very last men in this world who 
, would do a mean act. 

If those who have been inclined to aid Colonel 
Colt in procuring an extension of his patent have 
pursued a course which some gentlemen on this 
floor think ought not to have been pursued, 
why blame Colonel Colt? He has no hand in it 
in any way whatever. 

All that Colonel Colt desires is a fair expression 
of opinion on the part of Congress. Ifa majority 
of the members of this body are in favor of ex- 
| tending his patent, of course he would like to have 

it done; but if a majority are opposed to it, so be 
it, only let him know it. Mr Eolt does not de- 


| sire to have this thing hanging along, and remain 


' unsettled. He wants it decided one way or the 
other; and it does seem to me that there can be no 
valid reason why a vote should not be taken, and 
a decision made. 
| ff 1 understood the gentleman from Virginia, 
[Mr. Lercnuer,) with whom I had some conver- 
sation upon this subjecta few days since, he exon- 
erated Mr. Colt from having done anything him- 
self dishonorable. He has nothing to complain of 
against him as an individual, in connection with 
| wish the gentleman from Virginia 
was in his seat. I understood him to say he had 
no objection to having that committee discharged, 
so far as Colonel Colt’s patent is concerned. 
I do not desire to occupy the time of the com- 
mittee any further than is necessary, and as I re- 
marked before, my chief object was to exonerate 


|| Colonel Colt from anything unbecoming a high- 


minded and honorable man, and having done so, 


I ask the committee to vote upon the question, and 
thus settle it. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the 
_motion of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 


| Rowe,] to pass over this bill informally, for the 


present. 

Mr.CLINGMAN. Ido notsee the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Letcuer] in his seat, but he 
| told me, a week ago, that he wanted to say some- 
| thing upon this subject, and I do not know—— 

Mr. CAMPBELL, (interrupting.) I rise for 


might as well decide this case. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would remark 
that discussion is not in order. . 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I beg pardon of the Chair, 
but I believe discussion of the question is in order. 
The CHAIRMAN. It is merely a question as 
to whether the bill shall be passed by. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. And it is upon that ques- 
| tion that I am speaking. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds it is not 


debatable at all. The gentleman from Connecti- 
cut (Mr. Prarr] occupied the floor by unanimous 
| consent. 

Mr. WALSH. And I object to any one fol- 
' lowing his example. 
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n Mr. CAMPBELL. I think it is in order to | The CHAIRMAN. It has been entertained || We had a committee of investigation upon & 
e- make a remark upon it. __ || heretofore. very vague charge of corruption and bribery ap- 
he Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I do not think Mr. EDGERTON. Rule 135th requires that pointed last session,and continued until the present 
o that this can be regarded as a question of priority | bills shall be considered in the order in which they | time. They have made a partial report only. 
of business; and consequently, it does not come | are placed on the Calendar. Mr. Chairman, | think some final and decisive re- 
as under that rule which requires such questions to| TheCHAIRMAN. Debateisoutof order. Ap- _ on this subject, affecting the integrity of mem- 
d. be decided without debate. This is a motion to || peal has been taken from the decision of the Chair. bers of this body, ought to have been made before 
w lay aside the bill. Now, what is the order of the | I'he Chair will state the grounds of the appeal. ‘The | this time. I have seen nothing that tends to fix 
i. House, by the 29th and 30th rules? They pro- | gentleman from New York moved that the bill be corruption upon any person, in reference to this 
if vide that Friday and Saturday, in every week || laid aside informally. The motion having been | matter. From all 1 can learn of the results of 
1 shall be set apart for the consideration of private |, entertained heretofore, the Chair has entertained || the examination of this charge of corruption, it 
. pills and private business, in preference to any | it in this instance. From the decision of the Chair has “‘ mizzled down ”’ to some silly story about 
d other, unless otherwise determined by a majority | the gentleman from Ohio takes an appeal. The | gloves! Perhaps there is some testimony goin 
, of the House; and that on the first and fourth | question now is, “‘ Shall the decision of the Chair to prove that some one has presented a Colt pital 
» Friday of each month, the Calendar of private || stand as the judgment of the committee?” to some member of this House. 
f: pills shall be called over; and the bills to the pas- | _ Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. 1 am of the impres- Now, sir, | am not prepared to believe, not even 
p sage of which no objection shall then be made, || sion that the Chair is somewhat in error. 1 un- | to suspect, that there is any member of this bedy, 
n shall be first considered and disposed of. derstand the gentleman from Ohio to move to so base, so lost to the high duty he owes his 
y You take up that Calendar, and what authority | amend the motion of the gentleman from New country and his constituents, as to permit his vote 
3 has this committee to pass over the bill which they | York. _ || to be influenced in such a way. 
ae find first upon the Calendar? Rule 135, which | The CHAIRMAN. That is not the proposi- Sir, | have never seen this Colonel Colt, and 
authorizes the committee to pass over bills, applies, | tion before us. ‘The Chair decided it out of order. || never expect to see him. I do not know whoare 
le in express terms, to the Committee of the Whole Mr. CAMPBELL. I take an appeal from the | his agents, and do not care. I have never eaten 
t on the state of the Union, and not toa Committee | decision of the Chair that the question is not de- their dinners or suppers, or drank their wines, and 
of the Whole House. The question of priority || batable. - never expectto do so. Yet I am in favor of this 
" of business arises, when one member can say || Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I desire to bill—not that I have a personal interest in its 
3 that a certain measure has precedence, and another || know, Mr. Chairman, on what question it is we | passage, as the gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. 
n says something else has precedence, and in such || are to vote. I understand that the gentleman from || Prarr] indicated that he had—I am in favor of 
cases the House must decide the question which | Ohio proposes to debate the motion to lay the bill | the bill, because I believe its passage to be for the 
5 has the priority, and that without debate. aside informally. The Chair decides it is not in || best interests of the country. 
a Mr. ORR. If this bill is postponed, it will only || order to do so. ; || In the first place, I do not believe that there 
give way to something else, and my opinion is, | The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not un- exists a necessity for making many guns, or in 
; we may as well proceed with this. derstand that to be the question pending. multiplying the weapons of death. I am very 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remark || .Mr.EDGERTON. As tunderstand, the effect || willing that the monopoly of making his weapons 
| to the gentlemen from Ohio and Tennessee, that of this vote will be to test the sense of the | for individual use, should be given to Colonel 
. whether he is right or not, the committee have a on the bill. I believe that it is so de- ee as a a bane 
; : : . ernment of using his invention for national defense. 
: ee this motion, and acted on 8 "The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not advised I have one of Colt's pistols in my possession. I 
5 principle different from that stated. The Chair | eealh = TY . . 
t entertains the motion now. | whether the vote will, or not, be a test vote. 1€ || own it, and would take no sum of money for it. 
Mr. PRATT. I ask unanimous consent of the || Weston is, whether the decision of the Chair || It was not presented by him, or any of his agents, 
n committee that the gentlemanfrom North Carolina shall stand as the judgment of the committee? _|| but presented to me in 1843, in the city of New 
’ (Mr. Cuineman] be allowed to make a statement | Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I demand | Orleans, by a very dear friend, now deceased, 
. in reference to the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. || — eeliadina ie Pp a || under peculiar circumstances. I prize it very 
BP ecenee Pe aS eeseen openness fog ne ee 
, . pe oe ‘ ‘ ry well. en 
. the senile tcimedeaneiaaimnaaniieed ; Mr. MEACHAM. | move that the committee || at home, I pe ne ar a fee with : - 
: o now rise. ; evening in shooting rats. aughter. ind it 
ieamGnee pass by this first || Mr. ROBBINS. The committee are dividing, | true, and have no fear that it will durat, and 
. Mr. CAMPBELL. I move to amend the mo- |, 2"4 { would inquire whether the gentleman’s mo- || * knock its owner over.” I have never yet found 
tion of the gentleman from New York so that it tion is in order. | occasion, and I pray I never may have any, to 


————~ oo i aD » 


will be to lay the bill aside to be reported to the 
House, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opin- | 


ion that the gentleman’s amendment of the motion 


of the gentleman from New York is not in order, || 


Mr.ROBBINS. Certainly not, sir; for it coun- 
teracts the effect of the motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itbrings the committee to 
a vote directly upon the bill. 

Mr. HIBBARD. 
113th and 134th rules. 

The Clerk read the rules, as follows: 

113. All questions relating to the priority of business 
to be acted on, shall be decided without debate.’’ 


“134. The rules of proceedings in the House shall be 
observed ‘n a Committee of the Whole House, so far as 


I ask for the reading of the 


The CHAIRMAN. The motion is in order. 
Mr. McMULLIN. Is it in order to move a 
postponement of the consideration of the bill toa 
| day certain ? 


|| ‘TheCHAIRMAN. 


It is not in order. 

The question was taken on Mr. Mracram’s 

| motion, and the committee refused to rise; there 
being, on a division, ayes fifty-three; noes not 

|| counted. 


of the Chair was sustained; the tellers having re- 
|| ported—ayes 78, noes 53. 
|| The question then recurred upon Mr. Pecx’s 
| motion to pass by the bill informally. 
|| Mr. EDGERTON. Upon that motion I de- 
mand tellers. 


The question was then taken; and the decision | 


|| use it for any more serious purpose than killing 
rats! I hope I may never be called on to use it 
| against the life of my fellow-man, under any cir- 
| cumstances. 
|| Sir, so long as the right to manufacture this in- 
| strument is in the hands of the inventor, who has 
his reputation involved in it, you may expect to 
have a safe and reliable instrument; but, if it is to 
|| be extended to every person over the country, 
you will very soon have a flood of cast-iron pis- 
|| tolsa—a counterfeit article, which will explode in 
|| the hands of the owner, and the invention of Colt’s 
genius, will become worthless and unreliable. For 
| these reasons, without going into the details of 
the case—for I see the time to which I voluntarily 


| 


|| limited myself in these remarks, is up—lI believe 


) they may be applicable, except the rule limiting the times | Mr. LETCHER. Is this matter open to de- || it to be the true policy of this Government to ex- 
of speaking ; but no member shall speak twice toany ques- |, bate? ; tend to Colonel Colt the right which he asks, to 

ae every member chosing to speak, shall have | The CHAIRMAN. It isnot, except by unan- || manufacture his pistols. Besides, Mr. Chairman, 
8 . 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remark 


to the gentleman from New Hampshire, that | 


whether his decision is right or wrong, it has been 
acted on heretofore. 


|| imous consent. 
|| Mr. LETCHER. Well, sir, 1 desired to 
make an explanation, and | ask the unanimous 
‘| consent of the committee to make it. 

|| The CHAIRMAN. 


It is notin order, and can || 


it is well known, that this is now recognized as 

the most efficient arm of defense now known in 

| the history of inventions, not only in this, but in 
other countries. 

I rose, Mr. Chairman, not to consume time, 


Mr. EDGERTON. There can be no question || -— be done by unanimous consent. || but simply to give, as I have done, briefly, the 


of priority in this case. There is no conflict be- || 
tween this and any other bill upon the Calendar; || 
and according to the 135th rule, must be first con- | 
sidered; as between thisand any otherbill upon the | 
Calendar there can be no question. I 
Mr. WALSH. I object to discussion. The | 
Chair has decided debate to be out of order. I. 
have objected, and I call upon the Chair to enforce | 
his decision. | 
Mr. CAMPBELL. The Chair insists on his | 
decision, and 1 therefore respectfully take an ap- | 
peal from it. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from | 
New York (Mr. Pecx] moved that the first bill 
upon the Calendar be laid aside informally. The | 
hair entertained the motion. 
Mr. EDGERTON. I would state that a motion | 
to lay a bill informally aside, is not a | 
motion 








ellers were ordered; and Messrs. Nosie and 
Epmunpson appointed. 

The question was taken; and thetellers reported 
—ayes twenty-nine, a further count not being 
demanded. 

{0 the motion was not agreed to, and the bill 
accordingly came before the committee for con- 
sideration. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 1 shall! not occupy more 
than five minutes of the committee’s time, although 
I am entitled to an hour. : think this proposition 


to renew Colt’s patent, has been long enough be- 


fore us to enable members to make up their minds, 
and to justify the House in making some final 
disposition of the case now. 

A great deal has been said and published in 
regard to it, calculated to bring a general odium 
upon members of this House, without fixing the 
resposibility in any particular quarter. 


| reasons why I expect to vote for this bill, and to 
|| say to the committee that I believe it to be due 
to the other interests that are clogged up by this 
measure, that we should get it out of the way. If 
the committee of investigation can pursue its in- 
quiries, so as to fix palpably and clearly, upon any 
|| member of this House, a charge of having been 
|| influenced in his vote by any corrupt means, I 
| shall go as far as the farthest, to make such a 
| mar’ upon that individual, as will enable the 
|| country to point him out, and to wipe from the 
| innocent the shade of suspicion which vague 
charges produce. I am unwilling that these loose, 
|| idle, and ir nsible charges, calculated to bring 
'| odium upon this House generally, should remain 
open for so long a time. The delay unjustly 
| brings congressional integrity, in general, into 
|| disrepute. : 
Mr. LETCHER. Mr. Chairman, | regret very 





& 
» 





550 


much that 1 was called out of the House at the | we could do it, the necessity of giving us the 








time the gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. Prarr} 
made his remarks in regard to this matter. While 
I have no idea that the gentlemen would inten- 
tionally misrepresent me or my position in any- 
thing, | am yet very certain that, under some 
strange misapprehension, he has misrepresented 
my position in regard to the pending bill. Now, 
sir, | have never said, either here or elsewhere, 
that Colonel Colt had acted properly in this matter 
from the time the investigation was commenced. 

Several Mempens. 
say. 
Mr. LETCHER. No, sir; that he had acted 
properly. That is what I say; because it is a no- 
torious fact that, at the time he appeared before 
the committee to testify, under the order of the 
Speaker, he came there drunk. 

Several Members. Who? 

Mr. LETCHER. Colonel Colt. He came 
there drunk. At the very time that he was sum- 
moned to appear before the committee and testify, 
his mind was obfuscated, [laughter;} and if gen- 
tlemen will take the trouble to examine his testi- 
mony in regard to that matter, they will see that 
Colonel Colt seemed to have no definite idea, either 
of his agents, or of the course of his agents, or of 
the sums of money paid to his agents, or distrib- 
uted by his agents and sub-agents for the pros- 
ecution of this application, 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I would inquire of 
the gentleman from Virginia, whether this accu- 
sation which he makes against Colonel Colt, con- 
stitutes part of the report of the investigating com- 
mittee’ 

Mr. LETCHER. No, sir; it would bea right 
hard matter to daguerreotype a drunken man in a 
report to be presented to this House; and it occurs 
to me, that it is a little strange that it did not 
strike the gentleman from Indiana in that light 
before he put the question. [A Jaugh.] Now, if 
you will read his testimony, you will find the fact 
to be as | have stated it, that he seems to have no 
definite knowledge of anything connected with this 
matter from its inception and introduction before 
this House up to the moment his testimony was 
given. Gentlemen who have read the testimony, 
will concur with me in that opinion. 

Now, sir, what is the testimony in regard to 
this matter from his chief agent—the man who is 
acknowledged to be his agent, who is invested 
with full authority to act for him, to hire sub- 
agents, and to take such necessary steps as he 
may deem material for the promotion and success- 
ful presecution of his application now pending 
before Congress? That man is Mr. Dickerson. 
Weill, when Mr. Dickerson was inquired of to 
know what sum of money he had employed to 


Improperly, you mean to | 


means of ascertaining the position of these various 
agents, the consideration that they were to receive, 
and various objects, which they were intended to 
accomplish. When these means were employed, 
what else, I ask again, could the committee doin 
regard to it? Was there anything else? Was 
there anything left undone by that committee that 
ought to be the subject of complaint on the part of 
this Hlouse, or on the part of any member of this 
House? 

But the gentleman from Ohio says, that in this 
state of facts he feels it to be his duty to vote for 
the extension of this patent; that it 1s an excel- 
lent arm, that it is valuable for the purposes for 
which it is designed, and that, in order to keep it 
such as it now 1s, he shall vote for the extension 


| of the patent, for fear others may practise a fraud 


upon the public by making inferior arms. That 


| seems to be the whole amount of the gentleman’s 


argument. 
that where an individual applies to the Patent 
Office for an extension of his patent, he is required 
to disclose the amount of the profits which he has 
made from that patent. 

Mr. HENN, (interrupting.) Will the gentle- 
man from Virginia allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. LETCHER. 


Certainly. 
Mr. HENN. 


| man distinctly upon that point, and I would like 
| to know,as I presume others would also, whether 
| Mr. Chase swore before the committee that he 


was an agent for Colt? 


Mr. LETCHER. 


| was employed by Colonel Clemens to aid Mr. 


get the claim through Congress, how that sum of 


money had been used, and to whom it had been 
devoted, he declined to answer, upon the ground 
that it was an improper inquiry, and that we had 
no right to call upon him for explanation about 
his private and professional business. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Campne.t] says 
that the committee, in his view, ought long since 
to have made a Jinal and definite report in regard 
to this claim. Now, let me asi the gentleman to 
look at the facts, and say who is to blame for not 
having had a final and definite report. The com- 
mittee, at the close of the last session, reported 
everything that had been done atthattime. They 
came here at the opening of this session, and had 
their committee revived. The first witness sum- 
moned to appear before that committee was one 
of Mr. Colt’s agents, who had himself solemnly 
so sworn before the committee. 

Several Mempers. Name him. 

Mr. LETCHER. Well, sir, it was Mr. Chase. 
‘What was his course? He declined to appear be- 
fore the committee at all. The facts in regard to 
that matter have been presented by the committee 
to the House, together with the return of the ser- 
griahet ene. and they show that the committee 

ave done all in their power to bring him before 
them, and make him testify. I have tried for two 
weeks past to call that matter up, and to get action 
on the part of the House, but | have uniformly, 
and on every occasion, been ruled out to make way | 
for other business. Now, what more could the | 
committeedo? Have we not done everything that | 
men could be expected todo? We havereporied | 
at ihe earliest moment. We have brought the | 
facts here, and impressed on the House, as far as 


Colt’s application, and that he expected tu be paid 
for so doing. 

Mr. HENN. £ 
whether he swore to that fact since he has occu- 
pied a seat upon this floor as a reporter? 

Mr. LETCHER. 
thing at a time. 
season. Hereis Mr. Chase’s evidence: 

‘* Early in the session Colonel Clemens reminded me of 


} 


Now, sir, the House will recollect | 


I did not understand the gentle- | 


Yes, sir; he said that he | 


I wish to ask the gentleman | 


We had better take one’ 
We shall cometo all that in good | 


the intimacy that had existed between Colonel Colt and | 


myself, and asked me if | would assist him (Clemens) in 
furthering Colonel Colvs interests. I replied that [ would 
do so most cheerfully.”? 


That is Mr. Chase’s evidence, which will be | 


found on the eighty-first page of the report. 
Rurrin then propounded to him this question: 
‘* Do you expect to receive a compensation of any kind, 


either directly or indirectly, for your services in behalf of 


Colt’s patent extension ?”? 

“ answer. I do.” 

** Question. Is that compensation to be certain or con- 
tingent?”? 

“* Auswer. 1 should expect it to be certain.” 

“ Question. Has a reporter’s desk been assigned you in 
the House of Representatives ?”? 

* Jnswer. It has, sir.’? 


Mr. LETCHER. Now, all these facts were 
reported here more than two weeks ago. 
were brought to the attention of the House. 


The 


| testimony of this witness was read. 
A single question which I | 


Mr. PECKHAM. 


They | 


Mr. | 


| desire to have answered by the gentleman from | 


| Virginia. 


| ing unanswered ? 


Is there any question propounded to | 


that witness, in reference to Colt’s patent, remain- | 


and which he refused to answer, in reference to 


| something else entirely ? 
| Mr. LETCHER. Well, sir, we expected to in- | 
| terrogate him not only about that matter, but about 





i 


various other matters. 


Mr. PECKHAM. That does not precisely 


| answer my question. 


Mr. LETCHER. 


Or was the question put to him, | 


We should have interro- | 


gated him about it further, to know the conditions | 


on which he was employed, and the compensation 
which he was to receive. 

Mr. PECKHAM. Did he decline to answer 
any question touching this matter of Colt’s? 

Mr. LETCHER. 
anything in reference to what he was to get for 
these services, or how he was employed. 


Mr. PECKHAM. 


Mr. LETCHER. Ifthegentleman will indulge 
me a moment, perhaps it is better that Chase’s 
whole testimony be read. 

[Cries of ** Oh! no! no!”’} 

Mr. LETCHER. Well, here is one question 


propounded to him in respect to George Steers, of || 


Certainly, he never told us | 


Did he decline to answer | 
| that question with reference to this case? 


| 
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refused to answer as to this, because he said he 
did not positively know, and his object was to 
make further investigation. He said he could 
answer positively in a few days. 

A Memser. Thathas nothing to do with Colt’s 

atent. 

Mr. LETCHER. I will read another extrac; 
or two from his testimony: 

‘© Question. To what members of Congress did ou 
address your communication, referred to by you? State the 
substance of that communication, and the time at which 
it was sent. 

‘* Answer. I retained no list of gentlemen to whom | 
addressed my communication, &c. 

** Question. When you were spoken to by Colone| 
Clemens, and requested to aid in procuring the favorable 
action of Congress on the Colt patent extension, did you 
expect to receive a compensation ? : 

* Answer. 1 did not, 

** Question. Do you expect to receive compensation of 
any sort, directly or indirecUy, for services ia this patent 
extension ? 

‘* Answer. I do.” 


Mr. PECKHAM. That is not refusing to 
answer, as | understand. 

Mr. LETCHER. No, sir; but it is answering 
both ways. 

Mr. PECKHAM. That is another matter: 
my point was this: was any question put to him 
unanswered, in respect to Colt’s patent? 

Mr. LETCHER. I do not know that I can 
refer to any particular instance of the kind. It 
was so, however, in reference to other points, 

Mr. PECKHAM. I believe there was a sus- 
pended investigation. Did that suspended inves- 
tigation relate solely to this or toa foreign matter? 

Mr. LETCHER. Not to this matter solely. 
It referred to this and the Minnesota railroad Lill, 
and other matters. 

Mr. PECKHAM. Ispeak of it merely in ref. 
erence to the questions put to the witness. Am|I 


Mr. LETCHER. Certainly, sir; so far as | 
recollect. 

Here is a question which is general, and the 
House will see how far he answered in reference 
to this question: 

** Question. Do you know, or have you reason to be- 
lieve, that any improper or unlawful means were used by 
any person to affect the vote or action of any member of 
the present Congress, in aid of, or in opposition to any bill 
now pending, or which has been pending before Congress 
at the present session ?”? 


Mr. LETCHER. Now, mark his answer to 
| that! ‘I do not know; yet, i have reason to be- 
lieve that in a few days | can”’ 

Mr. PECKHAM. That is a general question, 
covering all matters. 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana. I understood the hon- 
orable gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Pratt] 
to state that Colonel Colt informed him that he 
was a perfect stranger to General Chase, and that 
he could not recognize him if he should meet him. 
As I understand from the testimony, General 
Chase speaks of his intimacy with Colonel Colt. 

Mr. PRATT. I did so state. 

Mr. LANE. The gentleman from Connecticut 
states that Colonel Colt told him that he could 
not recognize General Chase if he met him, and if 
I understand the testimony of General Chase, he 
speaks of his intimacy with Colonel Colt. 

Mr. LETCHER. I will again read it to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Lane] tell us when General Chase 
got his commission as general? ([Laughter.]} 

Mr. LANE. 1 know General Chase; but I am 
not prepared to answer the question of the gentle- 
man from Illinois, [Mr. Ricuarpson.} 

Mr. LETCHER. I should like to have to at- 
tend to only one gentleman at a time, so that | 
may be able to keep the run of these interruptions. 
[Laughter.]} 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. There is a gentle- 
man, I believe, in this city by the name of Chase, 
| who was once a militia general in Tennessee. He 

is a clever, gentlemanly man. He is more re- 
cently from Charleston, South Carolina, and now 
lives on Capito] hill here. I desire to say that he 
| is not the General Chase alluded to in this debate. 

Mr. LANE. I speek of Mr. Chase, the re- 
porter. ; 

Mr. TRACY. Will the gentleman from Vir- 
| ginia inform us what Colone! Clemens testified to 
_as to the employment of agents or attorneys? 

Mr. LETCHER. Ina moment. Now, Mr. 


_ right in respect to that? 





New York, which he refused to answer. He |! Chairman, let me get back to the point from which 
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| was diverted. Here is a man [Mr. Chase} who 
solemnly swears that he was on intimate terms 
with Colonel Colt, and that it was in consequence 
of those intimate relations that he agreed to appear 
as agent for Colonel Coit, and to assist him in the 
nrosecution of this matter before Congress. That 
ts the ground, now, on which this thing rests. 
When this committee was revived at the present 
session of Congress, we summoned this very man; 
he refused to appear before the committee and give 
testimony. In that state of the case, the committee 
has asked the House to decide this matter and pass 
judgment upon it. And now we hear that Colonel 
Colt does not know this man, [Chase,] notwith- 
standing the allegations which he has made under 
the solemn circumstances attending his testimony 
before the committee. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, one of the gentlemen to 
my right [Mr. Tracy] has called upon me to state | 


what Colonel Clemens had said in regard to the || 


employment of agents. 1 will read that part of | 
his testimony: 

“ Question. How many agents or attorneys are there in 
the employment of Colonel Colt, in connection with his | 
bill now before Congress ? | 

“ Answer. [donot know. I have employed none. I | 
apoke to two gentlemen who, [ thought, could assist him; 
but we came to no terms, and made no definite arrange- 
meut.’? 

Now, sir, take the declaration made by Chase 
himself, and is not this statement directly in support 
of it? Colonel Clemens did not mention whom 
he had spoken to, whether Chase or some other 
individual;.but Chase himself has said, what Col- 
onel Clemens stated, that no definite arrangement 
was made in regard to the amount of compensa- 
tion. Chase has said afterwards, however, that he 
does expect to get compensation; and that he does | 
expect to get certain, not contingent, compensa- 
tion. How was it with Mr. Dickerson? Hees is 


apart of the testimony of Mr. Dickerson, (who | 


is the recognized agent of Colonel Coit,) that is 
worthy of the consideration of this House: 


‘“ What amount of the funds of Colonel Colt has been in | 
your hands, or under your control, or subject to your draft | 
or order, since the first day of December last, to the best of | 
your recollection ? 

“answer. I have no idea how much of Colonel Cult’s | 
funds have been in my hands in that period. I pay alihis | 
private disbursements in the city of New York. I have 
unlimited control over whatever funds he has for all the 
purposes connected with all his legal affairs, and for the | 
payment of all bis personal debts, contracts, and obliga- 
uons of any sort in the city of New York, which, at times‘ 
are complicated and large; by which I mean to say, that 
whatever sums of money for these purposes I draw or send 
for are always paid me. 

“Question by Chairman. Has the fund referred to been 
as much as $100,000 ; if not, how much less? 

“ Answer. No, sir; the whole amount would not exceed, 
I think, $15,000.» 


Here is another portion of his testimony, that 
shows some of the means that were resorted to for 
the purpose of helping this matter along: 


“You have stated that, in a conversation which you had 
in New York with Hi. Il. Day, he said he would commu- 
nicate with some of his friends, and ascertain what they 
would take not to attack Colonel Colt and yourself, and | 
that henamed some of his friends alluded to; you will state 
the names of the persons mentioned by him? 

‘* Answer. A person named McCrae was one, and one | 
other whose name sounded something like Shackford. Mr. | 
Day also mentioned the name of Mr. George W. Jones as | 
a very formidable man in the House of Representatives. 
McCrae is said to be one of the assistant editors of the 
Union. I will do Mr. McCrae the justice to say that he has 
told me this week that he had declined to help Mr. Day in 
this matter. 

“ Question by Chairman. In the conversation with Day, 
detailed in a previous answer, you state that you said to 
bim that you would be willing to pay him something to 
cease his abuse of Coltand yourself. Wasany sum named 
by you on that occasion ; and if so, what? 

‘* Answer. No, sir; I did not state what sum [ would 
have paid. He undertook to find out how much his triends 
would take not to abuse us. I am credibly informed that 
he made a similar application to Mr. E. K. Collins in rela- 
uon to the ocean steam contracts.’’ 


These facts show something of the arrangements 
that were made. Here is Mr. Dickerson avow- 
ing that he has unlimited control over the funds 
of Colonel Colt, and that whenever he drawsa 
draft upon him it is honored, and that he has the 
right to apply the proceeds of that draft to any- 
thing he pleases, according to his ideas of what 
would best secure the successful prosecution of 
Mr. Colt’s measures. Here is testimony which 
shows that Colonel Colt gives to this man the | 
control of an indefinite amount of funds for the | 
accomplishment of any and every purpose that | 

€ may choose to undertake in this connection. 
When we interrogate men in regard to the use of 
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that money, how much of it had been applied to 
procure the extension of the patent, and how much 
of it had been applied otherwise, we are met with 


| the declaration that it was a private matter, that 


we had no right to inquire into it, and that we had 


| no right to examine into a private engagement With 

| Mr. Colt, notwithstanding the fact that Mr. Dick- 

| erson made this application, and was employed 
as an active agent in the prosecution of it before | 


Congress, while Coit himself, was absent from 
the country. 

Take in this connection the testimony of Horace 
H. Day, one of the very parties referred to upon 
the occasion, when the agreement was proposed 
to which I havealready referred. Mr. Day states 
that he (Dickerson) was to contribute money 
for the purpose of stopping the mouths of various 


| men who were opposed to this scheme—letter- 








writers for various newspapers! Is there nothing 
in all this worthy of the serious consideration of 
this House, when acting upon a bill like this? It 
does seem to me, if there ever has been a case calcu- 


| lated to arrest the attention of this body, and to 


induce them to pause and deliberate before they 
undertake to pass a bill of this kind, it is this 
case of Samuel Colt, as shown by the facts which 


| are deposed by the witnesses before this com- 


mittee. EHlow many members of this body have 
looked into the report made by the committee, 
and into the evidence there contained, preparatory 
to taking action upon this bill? How many of 
them have ascertained what was the conduct of 


| this agent, Dickerson, and to what extent im- 


proper means were used for the purpose of secur- 
ing the success of this measure before the House? 
That testimony ought surely to be looked into 
before they undertake to pass judgment on this 
application. It ought to be considered, and 
carefully considered, before we undertake to re- 
new a patent which gives an immense yearly profit 
to the patentee. What is that man worth now? 
Can any body here tell? Has he ever complied 
with that provision of the patent law that requires 


a person making an application for a renewal of | 


the patent to show the amount of profits realized 
from it? Does he not shrink from an investiga- 
tion before the Commissioner of Patents? Is he 
to come before this body and secure the passage 
of this bili without exhibiting a statement of his 
profits ? 


In this state of the case Colonel Colt comes to | 


this House without making an exhibit, and asks 
us to grant him an extension of his patent for the 
further period of seven years, and that, too,when 
his patent does not expire until February, 1857. 
The patent has yet upwards of two years to run. 
W hat his profits have been uj to this time I do 
not know. What his profits will be for two years 
to come, nobody can tell; and yet, in the absence 
of all this important information, the House is 
required to give him the extension of his patent 
for seven years more. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Has not Mr. Colt 


a very large establishment in England? 


Mr. LETCHER. Well, I do not know any 
thing more about it than what I have ascertained 
from the papers before the House. I understand 
from his petition that he has an armory establish- 
ment in London, and that it is, perhaps, a very 
extensive one—whether so extensive as the one in 
this country I do not know; but certainly suffi- 
ciently extensive to be capable of supplying, to 
a very great extent, the increased demand of the 
British Government for this kind of arm. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. And without any 
patent right? 

Mr. LETCHER. 

Mr. SMITH. 
man, if we extend this patent will we not protect 
him here while there is competition in England ? 

Mr. LETCHER. That is the conclusion in- 
evitably. The majority report sets out these facts, 
and the House can exumine them for themselves. 

I now desire to invite the attention of the com- 


I understand it is so. 


mittee to some of the testimony of Colonel Colt | 


himself, given before this committee. 
The first question propounded to him was: 


** Will you state what means have been used, and what | 


agents and attorneys employed by you in prosecuting your 
application now pending for a renewal of your patent.” 


Instead of answering that question, he presented 
to usa general statement, a written statement, pre- 


Then | would ask the gentle- } 


“The application for the extension of my patent was 
made by Mr. Dickerson, who is my confidential counsel, 
ata time when | wasin Europe. [| directed the applica- 
tion to be made, and authorized Mr. Dickerson to take 
such steps as were proper in prosecuting it. I was in Eu- 
rope from the time the application was made until about 
two months since, when | returned. Since my return | 
have been constantly engaged at Hartford, and have never 
been in Washington, nor held any communication with 
any members of Congress, until I was summoned here by 
telegraph on Friday last. All the knowledge which t have 
on the subject of this application is what { have derived 
from Mr. Dickerson. I do not know, and have not heard, 
that any unlawful or improper influences have been brought 
to bear upon members of Congress to induce them to vote 
in favor of my extension. I have always supposed, and do 
now suppose, that the case itself possessed sufficient merits 
to commend it to the favorable consideration of Congress ; 
and I bave relied upon those merits and the justice of my 
claim for success. [f any unlawful means have been re- 
sorted to by any person in favor of this bill, it has been done 
without my knowledge, consent, or approval, and | should 
condemn it as readily as any other person. I desire, for 
my own sake, that a full examination should be made of 
all persons for whose acts [am in any way responsible ; 
and if any evil practices have been resorted to, | have no 
desire to screen the offending parties. But I do not believe 

| that any such practices have been used by those who have 
acted under my authority.”’ 


Now, let us come to where the examination be- 
gins, end I| think this House will be thoroughly, 
and entirely convinced that the witness is entitled 
to graduating orders from any ‘* Know-Nothing’’ 
_ order upon the face of God’s earth: 


* The witness stated further, verbally: ‘I know Mr. 
Dickerson as my only agent. Sub-agencies I know nothing 
of, except of their existence, as I came home two months 
ago from Europe.’ 

** Question by Mr Eliot. Please say by whom the state- 
ment just submitted by you was prepared and written, and 
whetber it has or not been read or submitted to any person, 
and to whom, for examination? 

** Answer. It was written, under my direction, as the 
substance of all I could say to inform this committee of all 
on this business, by Mr. Dickerson. I do not know that it 
has been submitted to any other person since it was writ- 
ten.” 

Now, how did Mr. Dickerson know what the 
committee would inquire into, that he and Colonel 

| Colt could write out a statement which would 
answer their inquiries? The testimony proceeds: 

* Question by Mr. Eliot. Will you state whether you 
were present when the paper was first drawn ? 

‘* Answer. I was, and dictated it. 

* Question by Mr. Eliot. Will you state whether it is in 
your power to inake a more definite reply to the first ques- 
tion ? 

* Answer. I have no knowledge except through Mr. 
| Dickerson, who has authority to employ the best rational 
means to secure the object I seck. 

* Question by Mr. Eliot. Can you state how much 
money has been expended on account of your application 
by Mr. Dickerson, for which you were charged? 

“ Anower, No. i cannot, 

** Question by Mr Eliot. Has any account been rendered 
to you of moneys paid by Mr. Dickerson ? 

“ Answer. Not since this application to Congress was 
made for the extension of my patent. 

** Question by Mr. Eliot. is there any limit, and, if so, 
what isit, to the right which Mr. Dickerson has, under his 
engagement with you, to expend money in such ways as 
shall appear to him proper ? 

‘* Answer. If there was an engagement, it would signify 
alimit. He, asa gentleman, makes the limit; and [, as 
another, meet it to the extent of my ability. I have never 
doubted his integrity as a professional man. 

* Question by Mr. Eliot. Please state in what way Mr. 
Dickerson has reimbursed himseif for moneys expended by 
him? 

*« Answer. I do not know. 

* Question. Has he at any time, in reference to this ap- 
plication, drawn upon you directly for funds, and to what 
amount? 

‘< inswer. Notthat I know of. He isin the habit of em- 
ploying my funds for the legal and professional parts of my 
business to the moderate extent intrusted tohim. Unqual 
ifiedly, so far as I know, he never has drawn my money 
upon the privilege given above for illegal or corrupt pur- 
poses. He may have drawn upon me for bis reasonable 
expenses in Washington. It might have been a thousand 
doliars ; it might have been more, it might have been less. 
It was probably more ; for I presume he will send in ills 
for his expenses here, and the expenses of those he em- 
ployed to fairly represent the case. 

** Question by Mr. Eliot. Will you state to what extent 
your money has been intrusted to him? 

‘* Answer. To the extent that one honorable gentleman 
| can trust another gentleman of honor. I[ have every confi- 
| dence in him. I have all the confidence in him that I 

have in myself.” 


Mr. PRATT. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question ? 

Mr.LETCHER. Certainly; I yield for that 
purpose. ; 
|| Mr. PRATT. 1 would inquire of the gentle- 
man from Virginia, whether he places any confi- 
dence whatever in that testimony, if Colonel Colt 
was in the situation he represents him to have 
|| been in before the committee ? 
| Mr. LETCHER. Then he ought not to have 


pared outside, by Dickerson, and brought with || come there in that situation, if no confidence is to 


him before the committee. This is it: 


\| be reposed in him. 
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answer my question. I ask him, if Colonel Colt 
was in the condition he describes before that com- 
mittee, whether he places any confidence in that 
testimony ? 

Mr.LETCHER. Well,1 will answer the gen- 
tleman frankly. I have no confidence in his state- 
ments, because I believe it is utterly impossible 
that any mao, who has himself amassed a million 
of dollars, would be very likely to give unlimited 
discretion to another to draw his funds, and apply 
them to such purposes and objects as he chose. 
It is impossible that any man would thus surren- 
der the control of his own means. 

Now, sir, Mr. Colt has a book-keeper, by the 
name of Joslyn. Here is his testimony: 


“ Question by Mr. Thurston. Are you Colonel Colt’s 
book keeper ; if so, how long have you been in Colonel 
Colt’s employ as his book-keeper ? 

“ Answer. Lam. i have been employed in that capa- 
city nearly five years. 

Question by Mr. Thurston. Have you a separate ac- 
count open in your books to which may be chargeable the 
expenses incurred in procuring the extension of Coit’s 
patent of 1836 ; if so, what amount has been charged, and 
through whose agency ? 

“* Ainswer. I have no such account. 

Question by Mr. Wheeler, What amount of money, 
ifany, has Mr. Dickerson drawn from Colonel Colt ior the || 
purpose of securing the extension of his patent? 

“ Answer. 1 do not know that be has drawn any for 
such purpose. There is a balance against him of more 
than £9,000 and less than $10,000. The whole of the debit 
side of bis account is $15,000; the credit side between 
$5,000 and $6,000.” 


Now, sir, that is a significant fact. Hereis a 
book-keeper, charged with keeping the books of 
the establishment, and with the entry of the items 
on both sides of the account, and that book-keeper, 
according to his own testimony, keeps the items | 
which make up one side of the account only, so | 


far as Mr. Dickerson’s account is concerned. 

Again: | 

* Question by Mr. Eliot. Can you not tell the character 
of any one, or its amount? 

* Answer. I cannot. 

“ Question by Mr. Eliot. When, as nearly as you recol- 
lect, did you last see the account ; have you now sole charge | 
of the books ? 

“ Answer. I see all the accounts at the end of each || 
month, when trial balances are made. I don’t keep the 
books at present with my own band, having had a young 
man to do that work for the last two or three weeks. His 
name is Smith; he lives in Hartford. I don’t know his 
given name. Heis only there on trial. I retain the entire 
control of the books, and no entry is made without my sanc- 
tion. [ examine every entry every day, and know it is || 
correct.”’ 


Now, if all this werea fair business transaction, 
if these funds were placed in the hands of Mr. 
Dickerson for legitimate purposes alone, why is 
it that even the book-keeper of this concern of | 
Mr. Colt is not allowed to see the items of ex- 

enditure which make up the account between 
Colonel Colt and his agent, Dickerson? Why is 
it that, upon one side of the account, Mr. Dicker- 
son is charged with advances to the amount of | 
$15,000, and upon the other side not one solitary || 
item of credit is specified of any sort or descrip- | 
tion whatsoever? I ask the committee to look at | 
the question, and see whether they can reconcile | 
it with the principles of a fair and legitimate busi- | 
ness transaction, where the parties themselves are | 
doing nothing which they are unwilling shall see | 
the light? 1] 

Mr. WALSH. Will the gentleman give way | 
until I can make a brief statement in reference to | 
a matter of my own State? | 

Mr. LETCHER. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. WALSH. During the last election in | 
New York, Mr. Chairman, there were three can- | 
didates run for Governor, and three for Lieutenant | 
Governor. | see twoofthem now present. The | 
one who run on the rum ticket for Lieutenant 
Governor is inside of the bar of the House; while 
the one who run on the Know-Nothing ticket, is 
sented, with becoming modesty, in the gallery. I | 
ask that Brigadier-General Gustavus Adolphus | 
Scroggs be allowed to take a seat within the bar, | 
alongside his opponent. [Great laughter.} 

A pause ensued.) 

r. LETCHER. Isit respectful that I should 
wait until the committee bring the gentleman re- | 
ferred to inside the bar. [Laughter.] 

[Cries of ** There is no objection to bringing 
him in,” &c.) 





1 
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|| further interruption. 


|| desire to call attention. 
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—— PRATT. But the caliemne eee not | Mr. LETCHER. When interrupted, I was | belonged to this manufacturing company, 


at the point of these entries, which, according to 
the testimony of Mr. Colt’s treasurer, ought to 
have been in these books, and the extraordinary 


| character of the testimony which leave these 


entries blank, except as to the fixed sum of five 
or six thousand dollars. 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, that I have said pretty 
nearly all that I intended to say, except to call 
attention to the point which was suggested by my 


| colleagye a while ago, in regard to the London 


establishment for the manufacture of Colt’s pistols. 


' It will be found upon the second page of the report 


which accompanies this bill, presented on the 23d 


| of December, 1853, that this language is used in 


regard to that establishment: 


** In order to protect himself from the destructive effects 
which would follow the introduction of these spurious arms 
into use in England, where he has no patent, and in Eu- 
rope generally, Mr. Colt has established an armory in Lon- 


| don, to which he has carried American machinery, and 
| which is operated entirely by American mechanics, and 
where he is now engaged in the attempt to demonstrate the 


superiority of his arms overallimperfect imitations of them 
in the hope that the European consumers of them will dis- 


courage the manufaciure of any except such as are per- | 
| fect.?? 
Then the fact is, as my colleague suggested, 
| that this armory has been established in London, 
| and is carried on without the benefit of a patent. 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. With the 
gentleman’s permiesion, I will make a single re- 


|| mark here, as to why Colonel Colt has not pro- 


cured a patentin England. The English Govern- 
ment, as well as the other Governments upon the 
continent of Europe, require all arms manufac- 
tured in their dominions to be inspected by officers 
of the Government. They are then stamped, and 
before they are stamped they cannot be sold. 

Mr. LETCHER. The point is just exactly 
this: If Colonel Colt can get along withouta patent 
in London, why cannot he get along without a 
patent here? 

Mr. STANTON. The same law as the one I 
have referred to has never been enacted by the 
American Congress. 

Mr. LETCHER, 
what that law is. 

Mr. STANTON. Government inspectors are 
not allowed to stamp an imperfect arm. 

Mr. LETCHER. Suppose they do require 
arms to be inspected. Is there an armory in the 


United States which does not require the inspec- | 


tion of all arms manufactured in it? So Ido not 
see that there is anything in that point. The 
question is exactly this: If Cononel Colt can get 


along in London, and put up a costly and exten- | 


sive establishment, without the benefit of a patent, 


| why cannot he get along in the United States, 
| where he has had the benefit of a patent, and 


where that patent has two years to run? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. It is apparent that 
we cannot get through this case to-day, and, 
understanding that it comesup again next Friday, 
I move, with the permission of the gentleman from 
Virginia, that the committee do now rise. 

[Cries of ‘‘ Agreed!”’ and ‘* Go on?’’} 

Mr. LETCHER. I do not yield for the motion. 
I prefer to finish what | have to say to-day. I 
have been interrupted a great deal, Mr. Chairman, 
and I am speaking without notes, so that I have 
been compelled to make a speech more than 
usually disconnected. I hope that I shall be 


allowed to conclude what I have to say without | 


There is one point in this matter to which I 
mous profits which have been made out of this in- 
vention within the last few years. The committee | 
will see in the commencement of this report— 

“ That Samuel Colt made his invention before the year 


1832, but from the great difficulties which he experienced || 


in reducing it to successful practice, and from his poverty, 
he was unable to procure a patent until 1896 ; thathe, in the | 
same year, assigned his patent to the “ Patent Arms Manu. | 
facturing Company,’ a corporation in New Jersey, of | 
which he became the manager; that Mr. Colt devoted five 
years, after the date of his patent, to the object of establish- 
ing his repeating arms, but that the company and he both 
failed—iosing about $200,000, and many years of time and 
labor.’? | 


Here we see that this privilege was disposed of | 
to this manufacturing company. After five years | 


’ mah 
The gentleman will explain | 


It goes to show the enor- || 
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by ar. 
rangement between them. He haenbhenece 7 
manufacture on his own account. He was then 
poor; without means. He had nothing but his 
exertions and his friends to rely on for help. | 
ask the gentleman from Connecticut to state what 
Colonel Colt’s property in Hartford is now 
worth, and how long he has been amassing that 
property by this invention ? ° 
Mr. PRATT. In reply tothe gentleman from 
Virginia, I will state that have no definite knowl. 
|| edge as to Colonel Colt’s pecuniary circumstances 
| Lam advised, however, by those who would be ant 
| to know as much about his wealth as anybo 
| except himself—gentleman upon whose statemenis 
} I can rely with confidence—that his means are not 
| sufficient to complete the work he has alread 
/commenced. I refer to the building of an armory. 
Mr. LETCHER. I have heard estimates in ref. 
erence to this matter. Colonel Colt hada very ex- 
tensive establishment for the manufacture of these 
arms in Hartford, Connecticut; but that, within 
the lasttwo years, he has commenced the enlarge. 
mentof his works upon a more costly and magnifi- 
cent scale. But, sir, if I am correctl informed, 
his establishment in Hartford, including the ma- 
| chinery, stock, and all the appurtenances, is worth 
|, not less than $750,000. Now, I appeal to my friend 
| from Connecticut, to say, if his establishment, 
| including machinery, and everything employed in 
his business in Hartford, is not worth that amount? 
| Mr. PRATT. Does the gentleman desire to 
say whether Colonel Colt’s property in“Hartford 
| is, or is not, worth $750,000? 
Mr. LETCHER. Yes, sir, includin 
chinery, stock, and everything require 
| on the business. 
Mr. PRATT. I am unable to reply in direct 
terms. I desire, however, to state to the committee, 
| that until recently Colonel Colt has never owned 
| a manufactory, or rather a building, in which to 
carry on his business; until within a short period 
he has hired a building. Themachinery was his 
'own, but that it, together with everything con- 
nected with the prosecution of his business, could 
properly be estimated at $750,000, or anything 
like the amount, I do not believe. 
|| Mr. LETCHER. Well, what is it worth? 


his ma- 
to carry 


| Mr. PRATT. Why, to be frank with the gen- 


tleman, | cannot say how much it is worth. | 
have no definite knowledge upon the subject. 
Mr. LETCHER. Well, it is perfectly certain 
that he is not a ** Poor Richard’’ by any manner 
| of means. That heis pretty well provided for in 
this world’s goods is very evident. As one evi- 
dence of the success which has attended him, | 
call the attention of the committee to the fact that 
he has realized all he is worth within the ten or 
twelve years past. It is clear that ten or twelve 
years ago, when he was in New Jersey, he was 
| worth nothing, according to his own statement. 
Now, sir, | want to call the attention of the 
committee to one other fact. In the report which 


} our committee has presented to the House, it is 


_ Stated that Mr. Chase refused to appear on the 
| requisition of the Speaker of the House, and testify 
| before our committee. ‘It is impossible for the 
/committee to proceed with their investigations 
_ without the action of the House in regard to the 
| matter. If they had furnished us with the means 
of compelling the attendance of witnesses, and 
when they are before us, of requiring them to 
_answer, we should have reported in full before 
this time. 
| But, sir, we have not been content with a single 
_case. Since making our report, we have tried 
another witness, and he too has declined to respond 
to the summons to appear before the committee. 
|__ All these facts we have presented to the House. 
We have presented the evidence we have taken, 
_ and have,in everything, discharged our obligations 
in connection with the duties of that committee as 
fully as it was possible for us to discharge them. 


| ow, sir, it is for the House to determine 


whether the investigation shall go on. But if it 
| is not to go on, and this committee are prepared to 
act upon the case in the absence of the evidence 
which the agent of the person most iiterested in 
the matter has refused to furnish—I say, if the 
committee is prepared to act upon the case under 


| of experiment, that company, according to the || these circumstances, we might as weil dispense 
The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in || statem , we mig pe 


committee, and has no power to extend invita- 1 
tons. 


| statement of this report, sunk $200,000. Mr. | 





| with investigating committees in future, and such 


Colt then became the purchaser of his right, || committees had as well not be organized. 


which, as I understand, had, up to that time, | 


Sir, is not this most remarkable legislation, 
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\ 
under the existing state of facts? Hereishisown | 
qvent refusing to testify in regard to the matter in 
-jation to which Colonel Colt is asking the House 
vo jegisiate, and yet, in this state of facts, while 
seting in defiance of the authority of the House, | 
‘hig commitiee propose to act upon and to pass 
nig vill. Ser, | repeat that, if this is to be the 
-ourse of the committee, we might as well aban- 
jon the idea of having investigating committees 
nfature, and our committee might as weil be dis- 
panded at once, Is it not a mere mockery to un- | 
Jertake to prosecute investigations under auch 
circumstances : ; 

Mr. EDGERTON obtained the floor. 

Mr. PRATT. Will the gentleman allow me 
, moment for explanation? 

Mr. EDGERTON. I prefer to go on with 
what 1 have to say without interruption. 

Mr. PRATT. It appears that a question of 
veracity has been raised between the gentleman | 
fom Virginia [Mr. Lercyer] and myself. | 
desire to explain in relation to it. I will be very 


' 


brief. 
; Mr. LETCHER., If it is a question of veracity || 
of course I yield. 

Mr. PRATT. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
fom Virginia was not in his seat when I made 
the remarks which preceded his. I desire to state 
that | certainly did not desire to misrepresent the 
gentleman, nor to state anything not strictly in 
accordance with the facts as they occurred. 

Mr. LETCHER. 1 hope the gentleman does 
not understand meas charging him with stating 
anything that was not true? 

Mr. PRATT. Not at all; but, sir, I wish to | 
state that, some few days since, I came into the || 
Hall ten or fifteen minutes before twelve o’clock, 
when | found the gentlemen from Virginia, [Mr. | 
Lercner and Mr. Bayty,] and another gentle- 
man, with whom I am not acquainted, though | 
have seen him frequently in the city, standing 
near the seat of the gentleman from Virginia. | 
They were talking about this matter of Colonel 
Colt. I did not mingle in the conversation, but || 
after they separated, | took occasion to say to 
Mr. Lercuer, that I should be glad to have the || 
iouse act upon the question; that it had remain- 
ed an open question quite long enough; that Col- | 
onel Colt had nothing to do with Mr. Chase, | 
&c. 1 then understood Mr. Lercuer distinctly 
to state, that so far as Colonel Colt himself was’ 
personally concerned, he had discovered nothing 
discreditable to him, and that he had no objection || 
tohaving the committee discharged from the turther 
consideration of the subject, and was entirely will- 
ing that the House should vote upon the bill. If || 
my ears served me correctly, he did so state. I | 
told him I was very desirous the matter should be 
disposed of in some way, and expressed my con- 
fidence that neither Colonel Colt nor his attorney 
had employed any improper means tu procure the 
passage of the bill in question. I then understood 
him to say that he had no objection to the House || 
acting upon the question at once—none whatever. || 
| think 1 quote his remarks with great accuracy, 
because they were impressed upon my memory 
strongly, from the fact that | was pleased to find 
him so decidedly disposed. 

Mr. LETCHER. Well, sir, I have no objec- 
tion, and have not had. If the House choose to 
pass the bill under the state of circumstances that 
how exist, let them pass it. 

Mr. PRATT. I certainly understood the gen- 
tleman to say what I have stated. I had no desire 
to misrepresent him. But, from what he said, | 
did not expect any objection from him to-day to the || 
bill. 1 do not desire that any question shall be || 
sprung suddenly upon the House; but, sir, this | 
case has been before us for a long time, and every 
gentleman, I imagine, is as well prepared to act | 


| use any money improperly. 


| stated, when | was on the floor before, that Colonel | 


| rises in his place, and calls a man a drunkard, and 
| says that a man came before the committee drunk, | 


| not admit it, even were I so inclined. 


'| will do it. 


| nel Colt as intoxicated. 


| a different opinion as to Colonel Colt’s condition | 


|| fully what the gentleman from Indiana has just 
\| said. 


| see who is right and who is wrong, | 





upon it now as he will be at any future time. [| 
have certainly made use of no improper means to | 


procure the passage of this bill. I have endeavored || mittee. 


to conduct the maiter fairly and honorably. 

The gentleman from Virginia alludes to Mr. 
Dickerson as having had an indefinite amount of 
funds from Colonel Colt. Sir, Mr. Dickerson is 
the attorney of Colonel Colt, to defend his patent. | 
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therefore, that the testimony of the book-keeper | 
goes to show that Colonel Colt has used any | 
money himself, or has authorized his attorney to || 
| cannot see it. | 


And now a word in relation to Mr. Chase. I 
Colt did not know Mr. Chase. He does not know 
him. He told me that he should not know Mr. 
Chase were he to meet him on the avenue—that | 
he was not aware he had ever been introduced to 
him, and that he had nothing to do with him, either 
directly or indirectly. 
One word further. I beg the House to pardon 
that I think the gentleman from Virginia [{Mr. | 
Letcuer) has done an act that is not strictly in 
keeping with the character of a gentleman. He 


who came here from a sick bed. Why, sir, Col- 

onel Colt had not, | am sure, drank a drop for | 
two or three months. His friends were fearful | 
that every day would be his last. Hetold me, in | 
my room, that he feared he never should live to | 
get out of the city. That is known to have been | 
the condition of Colonel Colt, and I am sorry that | 
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committee reassembled after the adjournment of 
the House, and after dinner-hour, and, gentleman 
as I consider Colonel Colt to be, 1 must say that 
he appeared somewhat excited. 

Mr. ELIOT, of Massachusetts. 1 do not know 
that | should have felt called upon to say any- 


|| thing at this time, after the responses which have 
| been made to the call of the chairman of the com- 


mittee, if it had not been,’as the record will show 


'| that the examination of Colonel Colt was, in the 


main, conducted by myself. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, | feel bound to say what 


| lam about to say here, and yet I cannot fully 
| me, but [ must say, and | say in all sincerity, || 


corroborate the statement of the gentleman from 
Virginia. 1 would not have examined a man whe 
was drunk. | should be extremely loth to ex- 


| amine aman whom I believed to be, in the tech- 
| mical sense, intoxicated, and yet it cannot be 


denied that the witness who was then before the 
committee, was not in a full and proper state of 
mind. [Much laughter.} 

Mr. Chairman, it is right that | should say this 
| much, that after the examination of that man had 
been completed, I felt constrained to believe that 
he wasamanofhonor. He said nothingto shake 
my confidence in his integrity. I believed him to 





the gentleman from Virginia should have said 
what he did say. It is what 1 would not say of | 
any man who had any character as acitizen. I 


claim that Colonel Colt is entitled to the character || 
He is so considered wherever 


of a gentleman. 
he is known, in this country or abroad. I| was || 
surprised at the remarks of the gentleman—utterly || 
surprised. I} 


Mr. EDGERTON. I cannot yield the floor any 
onger. 
|Loud and general cries of ‘*Oh, yes!’ and | 
‘“« Hear Lercuer.”’ 
Mr. EDGERTON, 
gentleman from Virginia. 
Mr. LETCHER. I shall, of course, not make 


any personal retort upon the member from Con- || 


necticut. ‘The disparity between our ages would | 


Mr. PRATT. 


score of age, either here or elsewhere. 


{Loud cries of ‘*Order!’’ ** Order!’’} 
The member says that Col- } 


Mr. LETCHER. 
onel Colt was not drunk when he appeared before 
the committee. 


| appeal to my colleagues on the | 


| committee to rise in their places and state to the | 


House whether he was so or not. I| hope they | 

Mr. EDDY. I| am amember of thecommittee, | 
and was present when Colonel Colt was examined, | 
and I say in my place here that I regarded Colo- 
It was talked about, and | 
I do not know that any other member of the com- 
mittee came to a different conclusion, or expressed | 


on that occasion. 
Mr. RUFFIN. As a member of the committee, 
and one who was present at the time, | indorse 


Mr. ZOLLICOFFER rose. 

Mr. EDGERTON claimed the floor. 

Mr. LETCHER. Oh, let the gentleman from 
Tennessee make his statement, so that we may 


Mr. EDGERTON. Very well, sir. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. | feel it my duty, being | 
called upon in this way, to state to the House the | 
impression upon my mind in reference to this | 
matter. While I believed that Colonel Colt was 
somewhat intoxicated, | was also impressed with 
the belief that he was a gentleman, and that he | 
was in the hands of men who might be sharpers, | 
and might ruin him. Certainly, the impression | 
made upoo my mind was, that he was somewhat | 
intoxicated at the time he came before the com- | 
I felt that he was a confiding and honest | 
man, and was in danger of suffering from over- | 
confidence in those he trusted as friends. 

Mr. W HEELER took the floor. 

Mr. EDGERTON. Go on; let us hear it all. 

Mr. WHEELER. Being a member of that | 








Mr. EDGERTON. I did not yield the floor || special committee, | will say, that Colonel Colt 


for a speech. 


|| was summoned to appear in the morning, but | 


_Mr. PRATT. Iam only making an explana- || other witnesses were before the committee, and | 
tion. Mr. Dickerson is Colonel Coit’s agent, and || his examination was consequently deferred. At | 


he has fands in his hands to pay his expenses. | 
There is no doubt about that. I do not see, 


his express request, I believe—if | am wrong the | 


| was after dinner. 


Mr. LETCHER took the floor. | 
Well, I will yield to the || 


|| Mr. LETCHER. 
I ask no forbearance on the | personal remarks in regard to the member from 


i} 


| be in unfortunate hands, and that he might well 
| say, ** Save me from my friends.’’ Jt was in the 
| afternoon that the examination wasconducted. I 
have said all that 1 can say on one side or the 
other. 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. Chairman, I was 
present at the examination of Colonel Colt. It 
He seemed to be somewhat 
excited, but whether it was from disease or from 
liquor | do notknow. ([Laughter.} 


| Mr. LETCHER. A single word more, and I 


| have done. I should not have made any reference 

to Colonel Colt’s condition, but for the remarke 
which 1 understood bad been made, during my 

| absence from the Hall, by the member from Con- 

| necticut. 

| Mr. EDGERTON. We want no excuses on 

that subject. 


I am not going to make any 


| Connecticut at all. 

Mr. EDGERTON. Well, go on. 

Mr. LETCHER. Ali that 1 mean to gay is, 
that, but for his remarks this morning, I should 
not have referred to Colonel Colt’s condition when 
before the committee. His appearance on that 
occasion was the subject of conversation between 
| the member from Tennessee, | Mr. Zouricorrer,} 
the member from North Carolina, |Mr. neetas 
and perhaps other members of the committee, an 
myself, both at that time and afterwards. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I[gdid not intend, Mr. Chair- 
man, in speaking on this bill, to make any ref- 
erence whatever to the action of this committee 
of investigation. It was an inquisitorial tribunal, 
holding its meetings in secret, seeking to stab in 
| the dark the character of honorable members of 
this House, when no man dare stand forth and pro- 
claim himself the accuser of any one; and I regret 
exceedingly that the chairman, and other gentie- 
men composing that commitiee,when they enjoined 
secrecy on their witnesses and on themselves, 
should have seen fit here to violate what I think 
to be the propriety of the occasion, and make any 
‘reference to the personal appearance or conduct 

of any person who was called before them. 
| Whether or not Colonel Colt was drunk, in the 
language of the honorable chairman, is not a ma- 
terial question in this issue. If he was so drunk 
as to be unfit to testify, the committee disgraced 
| itself, in the eyes of all honorable men, by taking 
his testimony; and if he were so sober as to un- 
derstand fully the nature and importance of his 
testimony, which must have been the case, or it 
would not have been taken and published, then 
the honorable chairman will hardly be justified in 
making any allusion to Colonel Colt’s condition. 
To read from a man’s testimony, taken before a 
secret committee, to sustain or strengthen an argu- 
ment, and in the same breath to charge that the 
witness was drunk when it was taken, and se 
drunk as to justify anattempt to publicly diagrace 
him, is a mode of argument in direct conflict with 
my ideas of a proper course, and indicates that the 
gentleman must be a little charged with personal 
hostility. : 
1 doubt not, Mr. Chairman, that many mem- 




















chairman ef the committee will correct me—the bers ef that committee have themselves sometimes 
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been a little confused. [Laughter.] Many gen- 
tlemen have been so, particularly after dinner, 
whom the honorable chairman of that committee 
would hardly have the courage to say were drunk, 
or #0 drunk as to justify a publicallusion to them. 


| resorted to? Whatdid the gentleman mean when || 
| he made this general charge ? 


But no member of the committee has ventured | 


to say that the conduct of Colonel Colt, before 


that committee, was not that of a gentleman of | 


honor and integrity. They ail say it. 


They do | 


not seek to impeach him, for the truth of his state- | 


ments they do not question, If he were drank 
enough to justify a public allusion to his situation, 


| 





any member of this House has been influenced 
by bribery and corruption? Has he proved that ? 
Has not the whcle action of the committee on the 
subject been notoriously a failure? It has not 


compromised for an instant a single member of the || 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


House, nor has it effected his character in any | 


respect. 


And, sir, more than that. I will say to |) 


this committee that its opinion and its report can- | 


|| not, will not, affect the character of this House, | 
or of a single individual member, and the whole | 


he was too drunk to testify. Sir,the character of |, country knows it. 


that committee, has been brought before the House. || 


1 was opposed to its organization. I look upon 
all such committees, unless distinct charges from 
some responsible source are made, as inexpedient, 
improper, and decidedly useless; and I believe the 
investigation made by that committee, will prove 
nothing; and that when the constitutional axe, on 
the 4th of March next, shall cut the cord which 


suspends that committee and us ail here, its re- | 
ports, like the reports of previous committees of | 


investigation, will drop into the sea of forgetful- 
ness, never to be tebe ap, except by some party 
connected with it, to show his children with what 
patriotism, integrity, and industry he had served 
his country in secretly trying his fellow members 


for bribery and corruption, and how he failed in | 
convicting them. At all events, it willhaveno effect | 
upon the country, and no effect upon the House. | 


Besides all that, | look upon it that it was not 


Coionel Coit, it was not Mr. Chase, it was not | 


any of these outside gentlemen that was on trial 


before that committee; it was the members of this | 
House of Representatives, honorable gentlemen, | 
representing honorable constituencies; on trial for | 


bribery and corruption, and at the instigation of 
men who dare not name a member that was sus- 
pected. A secret committee was appointed, to sit 
In secret session, to determine whether or not mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives had disgraced 
their position on this floor, and thechairman says 
he could not get testimony. Whoever expected 
he would; no man has ever dreamed the committee 
would prove anything. Every member of this 
House felt in his own bosom that the ramors 
(they never obtained the dignity of charges) were 
ridiculously absurd. And, sir, [ say that no 
member of this House, and, as yet, no gentleman 
outside of the House, has had the courage to name 
any member of the House whom he suspected. 
Who, then, is upon trial, sir? Who has been 
tried? I ask now, is there any member of this 
Hiouse that dare stand up and say that he sus- 
ects a single member of this House? If so, let 
om name him; let him make a specific charge, 
that this farce may be tumed toa reality. Then, 


sir, what is the effect of the action of this commit- | 


tee? It is precisely nothing. Created by a great 
flourish of trumpets, it has ended like their sound 
—to be remembered only for the noise they made. 
Its report will sink into forgetfulness, where the 
reports of all such committees have ever gone. 


But the gentleman from Virginia says that the | 
committee could not procure the attendance of | 


certain witnesses upon the investigation, and that 
witnesses who did attend refused to answer their 
questions. Thatis all right. 
witnesses attended at all. It is not in the power 
of this House to compel the attendance of wit- 
nesses before any such committee. It is not a 
judicial tribunal. In certain cases Congress may 
declare what shall constitute a crime, and fix the 
punishment, and here its power ends. The fact 
must be determined by another tribunal, and be- 
fore that tribunal witnesses may, in pursuance of 
law, be summoned and compelled to attend, or 
punished for non-attendance; but this House can- 
not fine or imprison a witness who refuses to obey 
its subpoena, for it has no judicial power. It may 
expel, but it cannot punish a member, much lessa 
man who is nota member. No man can be fined 
and imprisoned except in pursuance of law; and 
thereis no law, neither can Congress make a law, 
to compel witnesses to ap 
bunal. There can be no inquisitions here. 

The chairman of the committee, however, 
states that the gentleman who refused to answer 
generally, answered every 


I am surprised that | 


But, sir, | did not intend, as 1 said before, to 
discuss the action of this committee of investiga- 
tion. The charge of corruption originated here 


in the city of Washington, in a contemptible || 


newspaper article published in the Evening Star. 
It was copied into other papers and became a gen- 
ral newspaper rumor, and to my surprise was 
taken up by members of Congress. 
the origin, and what surprised me most was, that 
members of Congress could be influenced by these 
general charges against themselves, and yet, when 


That was | 


asking for a committee of investigation, not have | 


the courage to say whom they intended to reach 
or whom they suspected. If | suspected any hon- 
orable member of this House of conduct so base, 


l would rise in my place and say that | suspected || 
him; but | would not make a general charge || 
If I did not | 


against the innocent and the guilty. 
know who the guilty was, I should say at once 
that I believed all to be innocent. 

But, Mr. Chairman, my objectis simply to state 
some facta connected with this patent of Colonel 
Colt. The report of the committee, the conduct 
of Colonel Colt there, the character of Mr. Chase, 
and all these general extraneous circumstances, 
have nothing to do with the question. Is Colonel 

Colt entitled to an extension of his patent? is the 
question. Now, sir, for a few facts. 
Colonel Colt invented a repeating fire-arm, but it 
was then an imperfect article, and did not satisfy 
himself. He did not procure a patent, for the 


Immediately after the patent was procured, Colo- 
| nel Colt and numerous friends whom he had in- 
duced to venture their money in his experiment, 
were incorporated by the New Jersey Legislature, 
into ** The Patent Arms Manufacturing Com- 
pany.”’ The stock was $300,000, $230,000 of 
which was paid in. Mr. Colt was the manager 
of the company, and commenced the manufacture 
of these arms. But so difficult was it to invent 
and construct the machinery necessary to manu- 
facture the article perfectly, that after six years 
of trial, the whole concern proved » failure, and 
a total loss of all invested, and six years of time, 
was the consequence. The company was bank- 
rupt, Mr. Colt himself was bankrupt, and the 
atent was considered to be not worth a farthing. 


There was no competition, no piracy, no infringe- | 


ment upon it then. 
Weill, sir, in 1843, Mr. Colt obtained a renewal 
of the patent, and after it was renewed, so value- 


| less was it considered, that it was sold under a 





r before a secret tri- 


| decree of the court of chancery, Colonel Colt be- 
coming the purchaser for a mere trifle. In 1848, 
he commenced the manufacture of arms, to a 
| limited extent, for the Government. But so diffi- 
| cult was it for him to obtain money, previously 
| tothat time, that it was not until after the renewal 
of the patent, that he began to manufacture arms, 
| with any prospect of success. 
| _ The evidence presented in the case shows that 
all the property which Mr. Colt is worth now, is 
between $300,000 and $400,000; and that is in- 
vested in machinery for the manufacture of these 
/arms. It consists of machinery of a peculiar 
_ construction, entirely valueless for other purposes; 
and when the gentleman from Virginia asks the 
question whether or not this machinery in its 
present condition is worth $750,000, the commit- 
| tee should ask the still further question, whether it 
is worth anything for any other purpose than that 
for which it was designed, and whether or not, if 
| this patent be not extended, and protection be not 
| afforded him against injury by innovation, this 


question touching the | machinery will be warth anything, or sell for one 


investigation as to Colt’s patent. And the chair- | fifth the amount at which it is now estimated. 


man stated further, in his usual emphatic language, | 


that means had been 


to to get this bill 
through the House. 


Now, what means were 


Mr. CLINGMAN. Will the gentleman from 


} Ohio allow me a single question? 


Mr. EDGERTON. Certainly. 


In 183%, | 


reason that he could not bring it to that state of | 
perfection to enable him to do so, until 1834. || 


|| half as much as he really is. 


February 3, 





It is this: it was stated = 


Mr. CLINGMAN. 


Does he mean that || the last session of Congress, by gentlemen who 


were friends of the bill, that Colonel Colt’s estab. 
lishment at London cost him $250.000, and th», 


|| at Hartford $450,000, making in all $700,000 ex. 


pended in this way. Now, Lask,if Colonel Co), 
having establishments and machinery upon which 
he has expended this large sum of money, wii 
not in 1857, two years hence, be ahead of every. 
body else, and make the large profit in this count; 
he is now understood to be doing in England 
without a monopoly to protect it. : 
Mr. EDGERTON. I willanswer the question 
by making a genera! remark relative to the amoun; 
| of money which a man may be worth, or wha; 
| he may have made. Men engaged for the time jp 
successful business, are always reputed as wort) 
| much more than they are in reality. If a may 
| does not want money he is always rich, if in re. 
ality he is poor; but leta rich man want money, 
and he never has the reputation of being worth 
It is said, that Co}. 
onel Colt’s manufactory is worth three or four 
| hundred thousand dollars. It may be possible. 
but nobody knows the extent of his liabilities, 


|| Persons generally do not connect a man’s liabili. 


| ties with the amount of property which he may 
| haveonhand. Very frequently a man may have 
in his possession millions worth of property, as 
the public suppose, but, when you come to com. 
pare his obligations with the supposed amount of 
property in hand, he may be worth nothing at 
all. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Atthe last session of Con- 
gress, the very objections which are now urged, 
were presented by gentlemen who participated in 
| the debate, and it was stated at that time, that, 
Colonel Colt had realized more than a million of 


|| dollars from his patent. 


Mr. EDGERTON. I have not the remotest 
idea that Colonel Colt is worth any such sum of 
| money. On the contrary, 1 do not believe that 
| after he pays his liabilities he would be worth one 
quarter of that amount. I do not place any con. 
| fidence in any supposed estimates of his wealth. 
Mr. BARKSDALE, (interrupting.) It is very 
| evident that this bill cannot be disposed of to-day. 
_I would therefore suggest to the gentleman from 
Ohio, (Mr. Epcerron,] that he give way fora 
| motion that the commtitee rise, and he will then 
| have the floor to finish his remarks, when the 
| committee shall resume the consideration of this 

bill. 
Mr. EDGERTON. I prefer finishing what | 
| have to say this evening. 
| [Cries of ‘*Go on,” ** Go on.’’] 

I would say that the greatest danger Colonel 
| Colt has to fear, is from imitations of his pistols; 
_and in order to prevent these, it is absolutely ne- 
| cessary that they should be manufactured by the 
| very best possible machinery. He is perfecting his 
machinery every day, and his pistol is getting bet- 
ter and better as he perfects his machinery. To 
enable him to do this, he has necessarily to ex- 
| pend a vast amount of money, and his whole 
receipts are appropriated to the perfection of his 
machinery. 

I will state a further fact, that the pefecting of 
his machinery has had the tendency, even without 
competition from other sources by an inferior ar- 
ticle, to reduce the price of his pistols from forty- 








| five dollars in 1838, down to sixteen dollars, the 
| present price. I understand the object of the patent 
law to be this: that a man of genius, who devotes 
his time and talents to invent a useful article, of 
public necessity and value, shall be compensated 
in some proportion to the public benefit resulting 
from the invention. That should be therule. If 
the public is benefitted by Colonel Colt’s patent, 
why should he not be rewarded in a proportionate 
extent? What has been the public benefit result- 
ing from the invention of this fire-arm ? 

wish to refer to various reports made by com- 
mittees of this House, and various letters from 
officers of the Army, going to show what an im- 
| mense amount of life and money has been saved 
by this invention of Colonel Colt. 

The Texas Senators and Representatives in 
Congress, writing to the President of the United 
States, say: 

** We do not doubt but that five thousand mounted men; 
armed with two of these pistols and a rifle, would do more 
than twenty thousand, armed iv the ordinary way; thereby 
saving to the Government hundreds of thousands of dollars 
annually, and affording protection as well to the frontiers 








185 


against 
The 
made: 
ypon 
to me 
“Th 
comm 
yon. 
jor, G 
prigad 
nel Ul 
Jeffers 
Walk¢ 
D mal 
W.H. 
and J. 
the Mi 
terms. 
turil> 
the OF 
Unde! 
Opie 
that 0 
we ul 
ordit 
well i 
parti¢ 
our A 
woul 
supp 
them 
It 
num 
the’ 


an +> - oo 


ott a an a. ai 








tho 


vee" ww 





<t Indians, as to smal! parties passing through the In- 
yuntry.?” 

The Committee on Military Affairs in Congress 
eareport, a part of which I will read, bearing | 
oon this question relative to the benefit resulting 

‘o we Goverament from the use of this fire-arm: 
« The positive evidence which has been submitted to the 
nmittee, is of @ character which needs no recommenda- 
t yy. [tis only necessary to say, that Major General Tay- 
lor Geperal Twiggs, Major General John A. Quitman, 
grgadier General Shields, Brigadier General Pierce, Colo- 
| Crogan, Inspector General Colonel Harney, Colonel 
jefferson Davis, Major McCulloch, Captain Samuel H. 
\Waiker, Captain B. 8. Roberts, Lieutenant B. F. Mc- | 
Donald, G. W. Kendall, Colonel W. T. Haskell, Colonel | 
W. H. Russell, Major J. P. Gaines, Doctor C. B. Zabiskie, | 
and J. L. Freaner, all now, orrecently,in active service in | 
she Mexican war, have expressed themselves, in decided 
| 





| 


c 


terms, in favor of these arms; and that the array of facts 
furnisued by some Of these officers, cannot fail to enforce 
the opinions which they have expressed upon this subject. | 
Under all these circumstances, your committee agree in | 
opinion with the officers above named, when they state, | 
iat one hundred cavalry, armed with the repeating pistol, | 


would be at least as efficient as three hundred armed in the | 
ordinary Way. ‘They believe, moreover, that economy, as | 
well as the efficiency which would be given to our force, | 
particularly for aH the service that may be expected from | 


our Army for years to come, render it advisable that all the | 
mounted men belonging to the military establishment, be 
<ypplied with these pistols, and that a sufficient number of | 
them be Kept on hand to meet any unexpected emergency.”’ 

It is entirely unnecessary for me to refer to the | 
numerous reports that have been made, to show 
the value of this fire-arm. There are gentlemen in 
this House who use this pistol, and who have been 

wed in positions where they could fully test its | 
eficacy. The honorable gentleman from Oregon 

Mr. Lane] if he wereasked the question, would 
say, | have no doubt, that it was the most perfect 
arm that was ever manufactured. 

Mr LANE, of Oregon. I feel called upon to | 
state what | know about the value of this fire-arm. | 
| rezard Colonel Colt’s six-shooter as the most | 
formidable fire-arm that can be placed in the | 
hands of men engaged in close quarters, and if war | 
is justifiable at all, it is right and proper to place | 
inthe hands of men engaged in service an efficient 
weapon. ‘To give an illustration of the efficacy 
of this fire-arm, allow me to relate a single incident 
that occurred in the war with Mexico. Upon 
one occasion, General Scott directed me, with a 
mounted command, to seek Padra Jarouta, who 
was an outlaw and a robber, and to bring him to 
battle, and show him no quarter, he being at the 
head of a formidable banditti, or band of land 
pirates, who attacked his countrymen, as well as 
his country’s enemies, and showed no quarters to 
Americans who fell in his hands. We did seek 
him, and after many nights’ march, succeeded in 
pouncing upon him at Sequaltipan, and although 
he had a force superior to our own, between day- 
light and sunrise, armed with Colt’s revolver and 
the saber, in less than one hour carried three 
strong quarters, occupied by the enemy’s troops, 
and came very near carrying out the order to show 
no quarters, for, with the exception of fifty per- 
sons taken contrary to that order, and made pris- 
oners, they all fell under those six-shooters. And 
| will say that I regarded the order, under the cir- | 
cumstances, right, and will also say, in justice to 
that great commander, that I regard him as one 
ofthe ablest men who ever commanded an army. 

It is the greatest arm of service ever placed in 
the hands of man, and it should be kept as perfect 
as possible. 

This weapon inspires troops with confidence 
and courage, and strikes terror into the ranks of | 
the opposing forces. I have witnessed the effi- 
ciency of this arm in many battles previous to that | 
above referred to. 

Mr. EDGERTON, (resuming.) My object 
was to show that the profit of the inventor should 
be in some proportion to the benefit of the same to 
the public; and I make these references and refer 
to these reports, and call upon the gentleman from 

regon to show that the arm had been of immense 
service to the Government of the United States, 
and had saved hundreds of thousands of dollars. 
ened what has been the reward of Colonel 

olt? 

Mr. KEITT. Will the gentleman give way to 
& motion that the committee rise? 

Mr. EDGERTON. If it be the wish of the 
committee that [ should do so, | will yield. 

[Cries of ** Yes!" ** Yes !’’) 

Mr. KEITT. I move that the committee do 
now rise. 


The motion was agreed to. 
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The committee accordingly rose; and the | 
Speaker pro tempore (Mr. Jones, of Tennessee] 
taking the chair, the Chairman of the committee 
reported that a Committee of the Whole House 
had had the Private Calendar under consideration, 
and particularly House bill No 59, and had come 
to no conclusion thereon. 

Then, on motion by Mr. ROWE, at three 
o'clock and forty-five minutes, the House ad- 





journed until Monday, at twelve o’clock, m. 
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IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, February 5, 1855. | 
Prayer by Rev. Henry Sticer. 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills: 
A bill for the relief of Thomas Marston Taylor; | 
A bill to incorporate the St. Joseph’s Male 
Orphan Asylum in the District of Columbia; and 
A bill making appropriations for the construc- 
tion of certain military roads in the Territories of 
Nebraska and Washington. 


SLAVERY IN THE TERRITORIES. 


Mr. STUART. I present resolutions of in- | 
struction from the Legislature of the State of | 
Michigan. 1 ask that they may be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions. 


Joint resolution respecting slavery in the Territories of the 
United States. 


Whereas, slavery is regarded by the people of this State 
asa great moral, social, and political evil, at war with the 
principles of the Declaration of Independence and the 
great object contemplated by our forefathers in establishing 
the Constitution of the United States, an impediment to the | 
prosperity of our common country, and an element of 
domestic Weakness and discord: and whereas, the people | 
of Michigan owe it to the early and prudent exercise of the 
power of Congress over the Territories of the United States, 
in applying the anti-slavery restriction contained in the 
ordinance of 1787, that she is not now aslaveholding State : 
and whereas, the people have heretofore, through their | 
Legislature, repeatedly and earnestly remonstrated against 
the further extension of slavery in the national Territories : 
and whereas, our present Senators and two of our Repre- 
sentatives in Congress, did, at the session thereof now last 
past, vote for the repeal of the Missouri compromise, so 
called, and for the passage of an act organizing the Terri- | 
turies of Kansas and Nebraska, thereby permitting slavery 
to be introduced intoaregion equal in extent to the thirteen 
original States, from which territory, by the solemn legis- 
lative compact of )820, it was forever excluded: and 
whereas, such repeal has been effected without petition, 
without discussion by the people, and in defiance of the 
well-known wishes and opinions of a large majority of the 
people of this State and of the United States : and whereas, 
the violation, by Congress, of the compact of 1820, has 
released the people of this State from all obligation to re- 
spect congressional compromises for the extension or per- 
petuation of slavery : Therefore— 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the State of Michigan, That we hold the said repeal, and 
the permission granted by said territorial act to introduce || 
slavery into said Territories, to be a violation of a mutual || 
covenant between the free States and the slaveholding 
States of the Union, justified by no necessity, present or | 
prospective, injurious to the rights of the former, tending to | 
interrupt the internal harmony of the country, and to frus- | 


| trate the well known purpose of the framers of the Consti- 


tution, who, by gradual legislation, designed, ultimately, to 
put an end to slavery. 
Resolved, That we are opposed to the further extension 


| of slavery, or the recognition or permission thereof in any 
| territory now owned, or which may hereafter be acquired 


by the United States. 


Resolved, That we hold it to be within the constitutional || 


power of Congress to abolish slavery and theslave trade in | 
all the Territories of the United States, including the Dis- 
trict ef Columbia; and that itis their duty, in view of the 


|| great and permanent interests of the nation, to pass laws 


for its immediate suppression and extinction in all such 
Territories and in said District. 
Resolved, That our Senators in Congress be, and they 
are hereby, instructed, and our Representatives requested, 
to vote for, and to use their best exertions to procure, the 
passage of an act of Congress that shall prohibit the intro- 
ducticn or existence of slavery in any cf the ‘Territor.es of || 
the United States, and especially in Kansas and Nebraska, 
and to introduce without delay a bill for this latter pur- 


pose. 
Resolved, That the act of Congress of 1850, known as the 
fugitive slave law, was, in the opinion of the people of this 


| State, an unnecessary measure ; that it contains provisions | 


of doubtful constitutionality; that the mode of proceeding 


| under it is harsh, unjust, and repugnant to the moral sense 
| of the people of the free States, cruel and despotic towards 


| ators and Representatives in Congress. 


the person claimed asa fugitive ; and that we are in favor of || 
its immediate repeal: Therefore— 

Resolved, That our Senators in Congress be, and they are | 
hereby, instructed, and our Representatives requested, to | 
use their best exertions to procure the immediate repeal of 
the act of 1850, known as the fugitive slave law. 

Resolved That the Governor be requested to forward 
copies of the foregoing preamble and resolutions to our Sen- 
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Mr. CASS. Mr. President, it is now some years 
since the Legislature of Michigan instructed the 
delegation of that State in Congress to vote for the 
measure historically known as the Wilmot pro- 
viso—the interdiction of slavery in the Territories 
of the United States. I took the earliest opportu- 
nity In my power, In some remarks I made here in 
connection with the general subject of congres- 
sional jurisdiction over those political communities, 
to announce the course I intended to pursue. As 
my convictions of constitutional duty prohibited 
me from obeying the instructions, | avowed the 
determination to resign my seat in this body when- 
ever I should be called upon, by its proceedings, 
to take my part in the decision of the question. 
While professing my adherence to the general 
doctrine, I said: 

“Tam a believer in the right of instruction, when fairly 
exercised, and under proper circumstances. There are lim- 
nations upon this exercise, but [ need not seek to ascertain 
their extent nor application, for they do not concern my 
present position. I acknowledge the obligation of the in- 
structions I have received,” &c. 

Any further action, however, on my part be- 
came unnecessary by the repeal of the resolutions; 
a measure which was adopted with much una- 
nimity by the Legislature, and approved by a vast 
majority of the people of the State. And thus has 
the subject rested undisturbed till within a few 
days; the delegation of Michigan in Congress 
having been left to follow the dictates of their con- 
science and judgment in relation to this whole 
matter. Quite recently, however, a change has 
taken place. The Democratic party in the State 
has lost its ascendency, and a new party, with 
different views, and, | may add, in many respects 
discordant ones, having obtained possession of 
the legislative power, the resolutions which have 
just been read are the result of its action, and call 
upon me, as well as upon the other members of 
the delegation, to vote for depriving American 
citizens in the Territories of the power to regu- 


| late one of the most important of their domestic 


concerns, that of the relation between master and 
servant, and for the repeal of the existing fugitive 
slave act, passed to give effect to a solemn guar- 
antee of the Constitution. As I peremptorily de- 
cline to do either, and intend to retain my place, 
it is necessary, in my own vindication before the 
people of the State, whom I desire respectfully to 
address from the seat which I here occupy by 
their favor and kindness, that I should now do 
what I was not required to do on the former oc- 
casion, to ‘* ascertain the limitations’’ upon the 
rights of instruction; or, to speak, perhaps, with 
more precision, ‘* the extent’’ of the duty of obe- 
dience, so far as concerns my present position. 
And I have to say, sir, that the circumstances 
in which the power to pass these resolutions 
originated, constitute one of the very cases which 
occurred to me at the time those words of caution 
were spoken, as restricting the obedience of the 
representative. The practical question, briefl 
stated, is this: Has a political party wherever it 
accedes to power, by whatever combinations, the 


| right to pass resolutions which its opponents, in 


legislative trusts, are bound to obey, or if pre- 
vented from obeying by their conscience and con- 
sistency, to resign their positions? The conse- 
quences of such a rule of action are too obvious 
to need detailed examination, and too serious to 
be incurred without pressing necessity. Into this 


| body it would introduce changes radically affect- 


ing its organization, and incompatible with the 
objects of its institution, as the representative 
branch of the sovereignty of the States. It would 
lose every characteristic of permanence, its mem- 
bers going out year by year, as political fluctua- 
tions might transfer power from one party to 
another. For, at all times, w.suld it be easy to 
select questions for this process of removal, which 
no honest man of an opposite party could support. 
Some of these are constitutional, and others 
scarcely inferior to them in importance, involving 
points of policy, forming the very landmarks of 
the debatable ground, where our struggles have 
always, heretofore, taken place. That this power 
would be used, abused, indeed, for this purpose, 
no man.will deny. The excitement of the past 
warn us as to what the future would bring with it. 
And that the disadvantage would be the share of 
the Democracy is certain, for it is well under- 
stood that, in the creed of our opponents, instruc- 
tions carry with them neither the duty to obey, 
nor the obligation to resign. The two Whig 
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Senators, who have occupied seats in this body, | either of the measures—much more of both—de- 
from Michigan, one of them my immediate pre- | 


decessor and the other my colleague during a por- 
tion of my first term of service, honorable and 
distinguished citizens, both disavowed the obliga- 
tion of instructions, and both refused, at least in 
one instance, to obey the expressed will of the 
Legislature conveyed to them by its resolutions. 
And | believe their views were in conformity with 
the opinions of their party in the State. 

i am not called upon to discuss the general doc- 
trine. All I seek is to explain why I acknowl- 
edged the obligations of the former instructions, 
and deny those of the present. And when I deny | 
the power of the existing majority of the Legisla- | 
ture of Michigan, composed, as it is, of political 
opponents, whose efficient bond of union is antag- 
onism to the Demoeracy, to instruct me out of 
office, I fee! that my object is accomplished. | 
presume there was not a member of the General 
Assembly, whose will is embodied in that docu- 
ment, who did not know that no human censider- 
ation would induce me to support the measures | 
which find such favor in their eyes. So far as | 
respects myself, it was the vacation of the office | 
that was hoped for. 

Mr. President, strange doctrines are abroad, 
and strange organizations are employed to pro- 

mulgate and enforce them. Our political history 
contains no such chapter in the progress of our 
country as that which is now opening. The grave | 
questions of constitutionality and policy, which 
have been so long the battle-cry of parties, are 
contemptuously rejected, and intolerance, religious 
and political, finds zealous, and, it may be, they | 
will prove successful, advocates in this middle of 
the nineteenth century, boasting, with much self- 
complacency, of its intelligence, and in this free 
country, founded upon immigration, and grown 
prosperous and powerful by toleration. Itisa 
system of poe which would exclude the | 
first general who fell at the head of an organized 
American army—and nobly and gallantly did he 
fall while fighung for our infant Irberties, under 
the walls of Quebec—from all political confidence, 
because he happened to be born on the wrong side 
of the Atlantic, and would exclude, also, the last | 
surviving signer of the Declaration of Independ- 
ence from any similar token of regard, because he 
was a Catholic, were these eminent leaders in 
our revolutionary cause now living to witness this | 
appeal to local and sectarian prejudices. But 
Montgomery and Carroll went to their graves | 
with the weight of no such ingratitude upon their | 
hearts. 

The great parties equally attached to the princi- 
ples of our Government, but differing upon many 
questions of administration, and alternately borne 
to power and driven from it, and whether in place 
or out of it, watching each other with jealous 
scrutiny, present a wiseand fortunate arrangement | 
for the preservation of freedom, and for guarding 
against the abuse of authority. Such has been our 
condition, and well and wisely has its work been | 
done. What new experiment is needed? What | 

more does this lately awakened zeal propose? As 
a country, we are in possession of everything the 
heart of man can desire; power, intelligence, pros- 
perity, happiness, abundance, freedom, equality, 
the religion of God, and the respect of man; all 
the elements, indeed, which give value to social 
life or security for the duration of political bless- 
ings. We want no new parties, no new plat- 
forms, no new organizations, and the sooner these 
dangerous efforts are abandoned, the better will it 
be for us, and those who are to follow us in this 
heritage of freedom. During the process of con- 
structing ® party upon this narrow basis of exclu- 
sion, humbly affecting to know nothing, while 
resolutely determined to direct everything, and | 
especially of constructing one with principles of 
organization, not only secret in their operation, | 
but seeking unity of action; not in individual con- | 
viction and responsibility, but in the surrender of | 
the will of each to the demands of those who | 
gain the direction of the associations—during this | 
process, the public mind must be in a state of 
feverish excitement, unfriendly to calm delibera- 
tion; and majorities bead by combinations 
arising out of this state of things, do notactunder 
the ** fair and proper circumstances,’’ which I de- | 
clared, in 1850, to be indispensable to the obliga- 
tory force of legislative instructions. 
am firmly persuaded that the adoption of | 





| mitting it, are yet prepared to meet it, let it bring | 


| ing impulse, which leads captive alike the heart | 
This is no time to sur- | 
render the outworks of the citadel, to abandon | 
| the securities which wisdom and patriotism have 


| 
| 


| and the understanding. 
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manded by the Legislature of Michigan, would be 
the signal for the breaking up of this Government, 
and the dissolution of this Confederacy. 
there are many honest men who scout at every 
idea of danger; and many others who, while ad- 


what disaster it may; prepared to sacrifice this 
magnificent structure of freedom to one overpower- 


provided, and to throw away all the checks we 
possess against rash and dangerous innovations. 


| For myself, sir, if Providence permits, I shall | 
remain in the position | occupy during the residue | 
of my term of service, unless, indeed, the Democ- | 


racy of Michigan should require me to do what 
my convictions of duty would prohibit me from 
doing; in which event | should retire, without hesi- 


| tation, to private life; where, indeed, | am suffi- | 
ciently warned by the years that have passed over | 


me, | must soon retire, come what may. But as 
my life draws towards its close, age, as it ad- 


|| vances, instead of enfeebling, adds strength to my 


love of country, and continues to console me with 
bright hopes of her future power and stability. 
What I fear above all is, that, in the providence 
of God, we may be struck with that judicial blind- 
ness with which nations are punished for national 
offenses; and thus add another to the melancholy 


list of people who had not wisdom enough to ap- | 


preciate the value of free institutions, nor virtue 
and firmness enough to maintain them. 


Mr. STUART. Mr. President, in presenting 


the resolutions of instruction forwarded to me by | 
the Governor of the State of Michigan, | performed | 
| only an ordinary act of duty, and I do not pro- | 


pose to add to that, at this time, further than seems 


indispensable, that | may not appear to treat the |) 


opinions of the Legislature of that State even with 
silentindifference. All that has been said, sir, by 


my honored and distinguished colleague in respect | 


to gratitude due the people of that State, may be 
said by me with much greater propriety. 

There are some things contained in the pream- 
ble of those resolutions, which, in my judgment, 
are neither historically nor logically true. 


upon any of the subjects alluded to in those resolu- 
tions, I shall endeavor to regulate my conduct and 


action by my sense of duty to the State, and duty | 
to the Constitution of the United States, which, | 
upon taking my seat here, I swore to support. If | 


unfortunately, upon any of those occasions, I shall 


differ from the views expressed in those resolu- | 
tions, | will endeavor that that difference shall be | 
in a becoming manner, personally, and with that | 


firmness of purpose which, I think, should actuate 
every member of this body. What that action shall 


be, sir, circumstances may go very far to regulate. | 


** Sufficient unto the day is the evil thereof.”’ 
Thus much, sir, [ have deemed it necessary to 
say,and thus much only, I repeat, that 1 might 


not seem io treat the resolutions of that honorable | 


body otherwise than with proper respect. 


The resolutions were ordered to lie on the table, | 


and be printed. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 
Mr. SUMNER presented the memorial of the 


Indiana yearly meeting of anti slavery Friends, | 
praying a repeal of the fugitive slave law, and a | 


modification of the Kansas and Nebraska act; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 
Also, two petitions of citizens of Stockbridge, 


Massachusetts, praying the reference toan umpire | 
of all international controversies that cannot be 


satisfactorily adjusted oy amicable negotiation; 


which were referred to the Committee on Foreign || 


Relations. 


Mr. CHASE presented the petition of Boyd | 


Reilly, praying a renewal of his patent fora port- 
able apparatus for the convenient and safe appli- 
cation of gaseous and other vapors; which was 
referred to the Committee on Patents and the 
Patent Office. 

Also, the memorial of Boyd Reilly, praying 
further compensation for the use by the United 
States of his portable apparatus for vapor baths; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office. 


I know | 


When- | 
ever the occasion shall arise in the course of legis- | 
lation, making it necessary for me to act, and to vote | 
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Mr. FOOT presented a petition of citizens 
Burlington, Vermont, praying the erection of , 
marine hospital at that place; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. EVANS presented the petition of B, p 
Sloan, administrator of F. Burt, deceased, late 
Governor of Nebraska, praying the reimburse. 
ment of the traveling expenses incurred by th, 
deceased in proceeding to Nebraska, to enter upo, 
the duties of his office; which was referred to th, 
Committee on Territories. 

Mr. SEWARD presented the petition of Ansoy, 
Stuart and others, of Gowanda, New York, pray. 
ing a modification of the act granting bounty lang 
to those who served in the war of 1812; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Also, the memorial of Starr G. Spalding, late, 
paymaster’s clerk in the Mexican war, praying 
to be allowed extra pay and bounty land, and hy 
traveling expenses while on duty; which was re. 
ferred to the Committee on Military A fairs, 

Mr. WADE presented additional documents jp 
relation to the memorial of Thomas W. Powg| 
_and Emery Moore, cognizors of Otho Hinton; 
| which were referred to the Committee on the Judj. 
ciary. 

on the petition of John Brown, praying ay 
increase of pension; which was referred to the Com. 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PEARCE presented the petition of William 
Jones, for himself and others, of Barney’s flotilla, 
| in the war of 1812, praying to be included in the 
| benefits of the bounty land bill now pending in the 
| Senate; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HUNTER presented the memorial of 
Louisa W. Gutwiler, praying the renewal of cer. 
tain lost certificates of forfeited land scrip, issued 
in the name of her father, John K. Lyle, deceased; 
| which was referred to the Committee on Public 

Lands. 

Mr. BENJAMIN presented the petition of 
| Joseph Wandestrand, praying the confirmation 
of his title to a certain tract of land in Louisiana, 
which was referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. a 
Mr. SEBASTIAN presented a memorial of the 
General Assembly of Arkansas, praying a grant 
of land for the construction of a railroad along 
the western borders of that State to the State of 
Texas; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 
| Also, a resolution of the Legislature of Arkan- 
|| sas, in favor of a grant of land to that State for 
the construction of a railroad from the Missouri 
line to Helena, on the Mississippi river; which 
| was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
|| Also, resolutions of the General Assembly of 
| the State of Arkansas, in favor of the continuance 
of the navy-yard at Memphis; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Mr. FITZPATRICK presented the petition of 
E. W. Martin, register of the land office at Elba, 
Alabama, and James Larkins, receiver of public 
| moneys at the same place, praying to be allowed 
the same per centum on the sales of the public 
| lands as was allowed them previous to the act of 
nee 4, 1854; which was ordered to lie on the 
| table. 
Mr. SHIELDS presented the memoria! of John 
| Devlin, a citizen of the city of Washington, 
| 


asking Congress for an appropriation to enable 
him to give to the world a new system of astron- 
/omy, that will attract its attention, benefit man- 
kind, and reflect honor on the place of its origin, 
the United States of North America; which was 
| referred to the Committee on the Library. 
| Also, the petition of Daniel Doland, a private 
in Captain Steele’s company of New York vol- 
unteers in the Mexican war, praying a pension 
for injuries received in the line of his duty; which 
| was referred to the Committee cn Pensions. 
| Also, a petition of one hundred and twenty 
farmers of Tazewell county, Illinois, remonstra- 
ting against the extension of the patents granted to 
| Cyrus H. McCormick, Obed Hussey, and Moore 
| & Hascall, for improvements in reaping machines; 
| which was ordered to lie on the table. 
| Mr. WELLER presented the memorial of The 
' odore Adams, praying indemnity for Josses sus- 
| tained in consequence of the annulment of a con- 
| tract made with him by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, for erecting an appraiser’s store and 
warehouse at San Francisco; which was referred 
te the Committee on Claims. 


| 
| 
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Mr, SLIDELL presented the petition of A. || 
Livingston and others, of the parish of More- 
pouse, Louisiana, praying to be allowed a pre- 
emption right to lands settled and cultivated by 
them within the limits of the Bastrop grant; 
which was referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims: e : 

Also, the petition of the register of the public 
iand office and the receiver of the on moneys 
at Monroe, Louisiana, praying to be allowed the 
same per centum on the sales of the public lands 
as was allowed them previous to the act of August 
4, 1894; which was ordered to be laid on the table. | 

Mr. GWIN presented the memorial of Mariano | 
G. Vallejo, asking payment for rent of quarters 
ysed and occupied by the United States forces at | 
Sonora, California, the premises so occupied being | 
his private property; which was referred to the | 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BRAINERD presented a petition of legal | 
yoters of Montpelier, Vermont, praying an inser- 
tion in all treaties of a clause referring to an | 
umpire all international disputes which cannot be | 
otherwise satisfactorily and amicably adjusted; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign | 
Relations. S, 

Mr. JOHNSON presented resolutions he | 
General Assembly of the State of Arkansas, in- | 
structing their Representatives in Congress to 
obtain laws for the creation of mail routes from || 
and to the following places; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post | 

Roads: 

Huntsville, Arkansas, to Washburn Prairie, in 
Missouri; 

tockport to Montroy, in Arkansas; 

Napoleon to Florence, in Desha county, Ar- || 

kansas; 


Osceola, Mississippi county, to Jacksonport, | 


Jackson county, Arkansas, 
Fort Smith, Arkansas, to Washita, in the Choc- 
taw nation. 


REGULATION OF SEAMEN. 


Mr. TOUCEY submitted the following resolu- | 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- | 


sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of repealing the act 


passed June 22, 1848, entitled ‘* An act to amend the act || 


entitled an act for the regulation of seamen on board the 


public and private vessels of the United States, passed the || 


dd of Mareh, 1813.7? 


BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PEARCE, in pursuance of previous no- 
tice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill 
to provide for the accommodation of the courts of 
the United States for the district of Maryland, 
and for a post office at Baltimore city, Maryland; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Com mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN gave notice of his intention | 


toask leave to introduce a bill to provide for the 
building of a jail at the town of Van Buren, in the 
Stateof Arkansas. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message was received from the House of Rep- | . 
resentatives, by Mr. Forney, theirClerk,announc- | sary, eethe bill proposes merely « slight ahere 


ing that the House had passed the following bills | 


of the Senate, with an amendment: 
_A bill for the relief of the heirs-at-law of Wil- 
liam Van Wart, deceased; and 

A bill for the relief of Don B. Juan Domercgq, 
a Spanish subject. 

Also, the following bills of the Senate, without 
amendment: 

A bill for the relief of E. J. McLane; 

A bill for the relief of Catharine B. Arnold; 

A bill to increase the pension of Patrick C, 
Miles; and 

A bill for the relief of the West Feliciana Rail- 
road and the Georgia Railroad and Banking Com- 
panies, 

Also, that the House had passed the following 
ills and joint resolutions: 

A bill to repeal an act entitled ‘* An act for the 
relief of George M. Bentley, of the State of Indi- 
ana,” approved August 5, 1854; 

Joint resolution for the relief of George W. 
McCerren; 

A bill for the relief of William G. Preston; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Thomas 
Morris, deceased; 
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_and others, of the district of Passamaquoddy, cer- 
| tain moneys; 


| ington county, in the State of Tennessee; 
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A bill for the relief of Siuhes P. Roan; 


i Mr. JOHNSON. It is merely to save the 
A bill to refund to the officers Of the customs 


people of that section ef the State from some unne- 
cessary travel. 

( Mr. BENJAMIN. I have no objection to the 
A bill for the relief of Henry H. Marsh; | bill. 
A bill for the relief of Joseph Ridgway; | The bill was reported to the Senate witheut 
Joint resolution for the relief of John ugan; || amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
A bill for the relief of the legal representatives | reading, read a third time, and passed. 


of William A. Christian; LAND OFFICERS AT VINCENNES. 


A bill for the reli i ir | 
of Robert taterptedine sabering, opty Wee | Mr. PETTIT, by unanimous consent, asked 
A bill for the relief of William Brown; || and obtained leave to introduce a bill to continue 
A bill for the relief of James McIntire; | temporarily the offices of register and receiver at 
A bill for the relief of Solomon Lafollet; || Vincennes, Indiana; which was read a first time, 
A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Foreman; _|| 20d ordered to a second reading. 
A bill for the relief of Tuomas C. Ramsey and | _ Mr. PETTIT. I beg the indulgence of the 
Ananias O. Richardson, and James McLaughlin; || Senate for a moment, while I state the reasons for 
A bill for the further relief of Isaac Allen, of | this bill, and ask for its immediate consideration 
Turner, in the State of Maine; and Searels ~ mate 4e —_ = oe 
A bi w ; . | provides that when the lands in any district shal 
a een ee ae be reduced below one hundred hound acres, the 
| land district shall be suspended, and the books and 
| archives, and all the papers of the land office re- 
moved to the seat of government of the State. The 
| quantity of lands in the Vincennes land district 
Joint resolution for the relief of James Hughes; | »88 been reduced below that amount, and an 
A bill for the relief of Frederick Griffing; _ order has been issued for the removal of the books 
A bill for the benefit of the heirs of Philip R. || and papers of the office to Indianapolis in our State. 
Rice, deceased; | Last year we passed a law, which was approved on 
A bill for the relief of the widow of W. Irving, | the 27th of July, providing for the investigation and 
deceased ; | confirmation of certain private land claims under 
A bill for the relief of William Hagerty; | grants of the Government as far back as 1792, 
A bill for the relief of Rebecca Winn, widow | 2nd created the register and receiver of that land 
and executrix of the last will and testament of | °ffice commissoners for the hearing of those claims, 
Timothy Winn, deceased, late a purser in the | %d allowed until the first of June, I believe, for 
Navy of the United States; 


| making and filing the claims, and after that they 
A bill for the relief of Thomas S. J. Johnson, | re to be adjudicated by these two officers, having 
of the Territory of New Mexico; 


A bill for the relief of Medford Caffey, of the 
State of Tennessee; 

A bill for the relief of PaulS. Ridgway, of Ohio; 

A bill granting a pension to Joseph McCormick; 


| all the records, this being, as you know, sir, the 
A bill increasing the pension of Anthony Wal- | oldest land office in our State, where there were 

_ ter Bayard, of Beiiefont, in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania; 


| 


A bill for the relief of George Bush, of Thrus- | 


| ton county, Washington Territory; 

A bill confirming a land claim to Elijah White, 
of the ‘Territory of Washington; and 

A bill for the relief of John R. Bowes, agent in 
charge of the property of the United States at 
Michigan City, in the State of Indiana. 


CHAMPAGNOLE LAND DISTRICT. 


| 
| asked and obtained jeave to mtroduce a biil to 


| change the boundary of the Champagnole land 


French claims and French disputations. It now 
| becomes absolutely necessary, in order to carry 
| out that law, that these officers should remain there 
| fora short length of time. This bill has been pre- 
| pared by the Commissioner of the General Land 
| Office, and I have a letter from him recommending 
| its passage, but I presume it is not necessary to 

read it. Under the circumstances which | have 


|| stated, I ask that the bill may now be considered. 


| 
i] 


Mr. SEBASTIAN, by unanimous consent, | the Whole. 


There being no objection, the bill was read a 
| second time and considered as in Committee of 
It proposes to continue the offices of 
| register and receiver at Vincennes, until after a final 

report shall have been made by the commiasion- 


| district, in the State of Arkansas; which was read | ers, pursuant to the act of Congress of July 27, 


a first ume, and ordered to a second reading. 


| 1854; and that the act of June 12, 1840, for the 


| Mr. SEBASTIAN. This bill merely proposes | discontinuanceof land offices under certain cireum- 


a slight a.terauon in the boundaries of two land 
|| districts in the State of Arkansas, and is in con- 


stances, shall not apply to the office at Vincennes 
| until the services required by the act of July 27, 


| formity with the expressed wish of the Legisla- || 1854, shall have been performed. 


ture of the State. 
| reference, it will now be considered. 


i hope, therefore, that without 
| ask the 


|| unanimous consent of the Senate for that purpose. | 


Mr. STUART. IL have no objection to the bill 

| if the Senator can state that it is agreeable to the 
wishes of the Commissioner of the General Land 

| Office. It is customary to send these bills to the 

, Commissioner. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I thought that unneces- 


| tion for convenience. 
Mr. STUARY. [have no objection. 


| By unanimous consent the bill was read a sec- | 


| ond time, and considered as in Committee of the 
| Whole. 


| it to the Champagnole district. 
1 Mr. BENJAMIN. 
|, terfere with the bill of the Senator from Arkansas, 
'| but I should like to be informed by him if it has 


been submitted to the Commissioner of the Gen- | 
| eral Land Office, or if that officer is aware of the || / 


| proposed change? 


|| bly the Senator from Louisiana did not hear me, 


|| that L had not submitted it to the Commissioner, 


|| because I thought that unnecessary, as the bill || 
| only makes a very slight alteration in the bounda- | 
Its only effect is to | 
|| take a small tract of country, four townships in || 


ries of two land districts. 


|| length, by two in breadth, from the Little Rock 


| district, and attach it to the district of lands sub- | 
| jec It is in conformity | 
I Sau the expressed wish of the Legislature of the || ceed to the consideration of the Pacific railroad 


| ject to sale at Champagnole. 


It proposes to detach a small portion of || 
country from the Little Rock district, and attach | 


I do not wish at all to in- | 


‘| Mr. SEBASTIAN. I said before, but proba- | 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 


SWAMP AND OVERFLOWED LANDS. 


Mr. STUART. Ihave a report to make from 
the Committee on Public Lands on a subject 
which | think should receive the immediate action 
| of the Senate. That committee have instructed 
me to report back the House bill for the relief of 

urchasers and locators of swamp and overflowed 
ands, with an amendment. Two bills of this 
character have already passed the Senate during 
the present Congress, and gone to the House of 
Representatives; but the House have passed ano- 
ther bill of their own and sent it here. In order 
to secure action upon the subject, which is one of 
very great importance to individuals as well as to 
the States, I hope the Senate will indulge me by 
/agreeing to the request, which the Committee 
desired me to make, for present action on the sub- 





| 


ect. 

Mr. GWIN. It can come up in the morning 
hour to-morrow or next day. I must object to 
its consideration now, because | wish to make 
| a motion of importance in regard to the Pacific 
| railroad bill. I hope the Senator will allow the 
bill which has been reported to lie over until to- 
morrow morning, by which time it can be printed, 

Mr. STUART. Of course the bill must: go 
over if objection be made. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. GWIN. I now move that the Senate pro- 





\| bill, which was reported at the last session, and 
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which has been the special order for ten months 
without being considered. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I desire to make an inquiry 
as to the order of business of the Senate. At an 
early period in the present seasion the bill for the 
removal of obstructions at the mouth of the Mis- 
sissippi river was, on my motion, made the spe- 
cial order of the day for the 9th of January. | 
wish now to inquire of the Chair whether a special 
order of the last session is still in force and takes 
precedence of a special order of this session? — 

The PRESIDENT. A special order which 
was made at the last session, as a matter of course, 
expired with the session. 

r. GWIN. The bill to which I refer has 
been, from the beginning of this session, on the 
Calendar as the first special order. All the busi- 
nese of the last session, whether on the special or 

eneral orders, was continued. 

The PRESIDENT. Any resolution at this 
session making it the special order, as a matter of 
course, stands. 

Mr. GWIN. The bill to which I refer has 
been the first special order on our Calendar for 
the whole of the present session. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I desire to inquire of the 
Chair whether a special order of the last session 
can take precedence of the unfinished business of 
this session? I think I can make a statement to 
the honorable Senator from California, and to the 
Senate, which will relieve us from all embarrass- 
ment at this time. I believe | may say with con- 
fidence that we are now prepared to take the vote 
on the bounty land bill. It has been fully dis- 
cussed. ‘The substitute which I had the honor to 
offer has been adopted. I have consulted with 
the opponents, as well as the friends of the bill, 
and I think we are now prepared to vote upon the 
motion which has been made to reconsider one of 
the amendments which has been added to the bill. 
IL believe that not more than fifteen, perhaps not 
ten, minutes will elapse before we can take a vote 
upon the bill to which I refer. 

Mr. GWIN. My motion is to suspend all 
prior orders that the Senate may take up the Pa- 
cific railroad bill. I desire to put everything out 
of the way of the consideration of that bill, and | 
wiil state my reasons for insisting on this motion. 
it is now more than ten months since that bill 
was reported to the Senate by a select committee 
of this body, composed of nine members, It is 
certainly the most important measure that ever 
has been brought before the Senate of the United 
States. From the moment it was first reported, 
during the whole of this Congress, there has not 
been more than one hour’s consideration of it. 
We are now in the last month of this session, the 
last session of the present Congress, and it is 
utterly impossible for us to expect anything like 
a favorable consideration of the bill if we do not 
bring it up now. 

As to the bill which the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania wishes to call up, let me say to him that, 
during a day or two after this shall have been 
under consideration, I will certainly give him an 
opportunity for the final disposition of his bill, if, 
as he says, it will only take a short time. We 
have, however, no evidence of the fact that it will 
take but a short time. When that bill shall be 
taken up, the first thing to be done will be to vote 
on a motion to reconsider an amendment which a 
majority of the Senate has already adopted. Cer- 
tainly the Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. 
Bapcer,} who moved that amendment, will not 
consent that a vote shall be taken on his proposi- 
tion without a contest. 

All that | ask is, that the Senate of the United 

States shall take up the Pacific railroad bill, which 
was reported from the select committee more than 
ten monthe ago, and indicate whether it is to have a 
final disposition or not. Although it has been pend- 
ing for such a long time, it has not been before the 
Senate more than a single hour for consideration, 
and then it was taken up merely as an act of court- 
esy, during the pendency of the late Mexican 
treaty, in order that the chairman of the select 
committee might deliver his views upon the sub- 
ject. Now, L appeal to the Senate to give this 
question consideration. As chairman of the com- 
mittee I feel it to be my daty, from this time for- 
ward, to press the bill, and I hope every friend of 
the measure wil! stand by me on this occasion. 

The PRESIDENT. There are eleven special 
orders on the Calendar, and the day for the con- 


sideration of every one of them has expired. It 
is clearly in the power of the Senate to indicate a 
preference for any one of them. 

Mr. GWIN. That is what I ask. 

Mr. CHASE. Which is the first bill on the 
Calendar? 


The PRESIDENT. A bill for the relief of the | 


claimants of the private armed brig General Arm- 
strong, which is the unfinished business of last 
Friday. The pending question on that bill is a 
motion to reconsider. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. That isa private bill, and 
goes over until next Friday. 

The PRESIDENT. The next special order is 
the Pacific railroad bill, which has been alluded 
to by the Senator from California. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I move to postpone the 
prior orders of business, for the purpose of taking 
up the bill which I indicated. 

The PRESIDENT. 
tor from California is pending. 
Mr. GWIN. 
cific railroad bill. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. 
say that that Lill was before the Senate. 

Several Senators. No, no. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I move to postpone the 
Pacific railroad biil, if that be the first business in 
order. 

The PRESIDENT. The question pending is 
on the motion of the Senator from California, to 
suspend the prior order of business, for the pur- 
pose of taking up the Pacific railroad bill. The 
prior order of business is reports and resolutions, 
as the morning hour has not éxpired. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. 
nays on the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I wish simply to state, that I 
must not be considered as opposed to the consid- 
eration and passage of the bill which the Senator 
from California proposes to take up; but I feel 
myself bound to urge the prior consideration of 
the bill to which I have already cailed the atten- 
tion of the Senate, and for that reason I shall vote 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


The motion of the Sena- 
My motion is to take up the Pa- | 


I understood the Chair to | 


I ask for the yeas and | 


against taking up the bill of the Senator from Cal- 


ifornia at this time. 

Mr. GWIN. The Senator must know that, if 
my motion be voted down, the next proposition 
will be the motion of the Senator from Pennsy]l- 
vania, which wiil also throw over the bill of the 
Senator from Louisiana. 
to which he has alluded will not prevent him, 


favorable as he intimates he is to the Pacific rail- || 
I shall | 


road bill, from allowing us to consider it. 
probably sustain his bill; at any rate, I shall do 
everything | can to aid him in getting it up at the 
proper time. 


Mr. HAMLIN. TheSenator from Delaware, || 


| (Mr. Cravron,] in my absence, on one day last 


I hope the consideration | 


| week—I think the last day of our session—gave | 


| notice that he should, this morning, move to take 
/up the bill known as the French spoliation bill. 
On a conference with the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania, who assured me thata bill, in which he felt 
deep interest—the one to which he has invited the 
attention of the Senate—would consume but very 
little time, and that a vote would be taken very 
soon upon it, I said to that Senator, I should not 
| urge this morning the motion which was indicated 


| by the Senator from Delaware until he should | 
| have first submitted the motion to take up the | 


| bounty land bill. 
however, has now submitted a motion to take up 


| a bill relating to the construction of the Pacific | 


| railroad. I have, on various occasions, indicated 
my opinion as in favor of voting proper and effi- 
| clent means for the early construction of such a 


' road, though I do not know that | am in favor of | 


_ this specific bill. But occupying the position 
| which I do, having reported, at the last session, a 
| bill in favor of the French spoliation claimants, 
my vote on the motion of the Senator from Cali- 
| fornia must not be regarded as indicative of my 
own opinion on that question. I feel myself 
compelled to give such a vote, as will insure the 
earliest consideration by the Senate of the bill to 
which I have alluded. 
| Mr.CLAYTON. In the absence of the chair- 
'man of the committee which reported the bill 


relative to French spoliations, I did give notice || 


that I should call it up this morning. As the 
chairman of the committee is now in his seat, 
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in relation to this matter, and to leave in his hands 
the bill which he originally introduced, and whic) 
passed through this body; for the bill which the 

House have sent us is substantially the same as 

the one which was passed here. 1{ defer to his 
_ determination in regard to the matter, and leaye 
it in his hands to conduct the bill as to him shaj! 
seem best. P 
Mr. GWIN, I wish to say a word in reeard 
to the French spoliation bill. It is well known to 
_ the Senate, and to those members who have charee 
of that bill, that I shall not throw improper o} 
stacles in the way of its consideration; but jt js 
also known that a portion, at least, of those who 
| are opposed to its passage, had agreed that if jt 
was not brought up so as to interpose difficulties 
in the way of the passage of the Army bill, we 
should appropriate last Saturday for its consider. 
ation. I was prepared to sit it out on that occasion. 
The Senator from Texas [Mr. Rusk] and myself 
both consulted with the Senator from Delaware. 
who had charge of it, and told him that we were 
willing to meet on that day and sit itout. Unfor. 
tunately, however, there was an adjournment over. 

Now, when the Senator from Maine, who has 

chargg of that bill, gives way to the Senator from 

Pe lvania, in favor of his bill, I should like to 

know why he cannot agree to give the precedence 

to that bill which is the first on our Calendar. |; 
hes been the special order for ten months, and | 
_ hope it will now be considered. I am sure that 
those who are in favor of the French spoliation 
bill will not accelerate it by voting down the mo- 
tion which | have made. 

Mr. CASS. I rise merely to repeat what | 
have said often before, that there are a number of 
Senators who feel a deep interest in some measures 
which are pending in respect to internal improve- 
ments, and who have been urging the Senate, for 
almost two months past, to act on the bills which 
have been alluded to by the Senator from Lovis- 
iana. They have been twice made the special 
order of the, day—once, in the commencement 
of January; and next, at a subsequent period. 
Owing to circumstances, they were laid aside on 
both occasions. These bills are matters of great 
importance to many, perhaps to all sections of the 
Union. So far as respects myself, | am determ- 
ined, in any vote which I may give, not to agree 
to take up any measures, unless such as are 
indispensable, until those bills shall be disposed 
of. I trust that those who view the subject as | 

| do, will act with me on that point. If these bills 
be put off from day to day, there is an end to all 
hope of getting them through both Houses at the 
present session. There is no more important 
qesneen before Congress than is involved in those 
bills. 

Mr. PRATT. I wish to ask the honorable 
Senator from California whether he thinks there 
is the slightest chance of the bill which he pro- 
poses totake up, being passed through this and 


| the other branch of the National Legislature at 


The Senator from California, || 


_ the present session of Congress. 
Mr. GWIN. I do. I have nota doubt about 
it, if we get up the bill to-day. is 
Mr. PRATT. Then the honorable Senator is 
perfectly right in advocating the proposition he 
| has made to take up that measure; but convinced, 
| as 1 am, that, at this late period of the session, it 
would occupy our time uselessly—because | be- 
| lieve it cannot pass both branches of the National 
Legislature—lI shall be opposed to taking it up 
/now. I am in favor of taking up other practical 
measures which may, according to my judgment, 
meet the sanction of both branches of the Legis- 
lature. I do not believe—I am sure there is a ma- 
| jority of the Senate who do not believe—it possible 
that the bill indicated by the honorable Senator 
from California can be passed at the present ses- 
/sion. We have buta he weeks of the session 
| remaining. I am sure that bill would occupy the 
'| whole time of the Senate in its discussion, and & 
last would result in no practical good. I shal:, 


|| therefore, reluctantly vote against the motion of 


| the honorable Senator from California. 
Mr. WELLER. I hope we may be enabled to 
obtain a vote on this question, without the con- 
sumption of an hour or two, as is generally the 
case in determining the order of business. | will 
say to the Senator from Maryland, that, in my 
| judgment, the bill which has been reported by my 
| colleague, will not only pass through this branch, 


| I have thought it proper to defer to his judgment |! but the other branch of Congress. That Senator 
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il] remember ver 


well that the bill which was 





Ww 
defeated ! 
efeated bY only one vote. Now, I have every 
assurance that, ifa bill can pass this body at an 
early day, it will receive the favorable consider- 
ation of the House of Representatives. All that 
we desire is, that it shall be taken up, and if it 
cannot command a majority of this body, let it be 
defeated. If they are not satisfied that this is a 
vreat national work, which ought to enlist the 
sympathies and votes of every portion of the 
Union, let it be defeated. At all events, let us 
now have a vote upon the question of taking it up. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays; 
resulted—yeas 17, nays 30; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adains, Bell, Brainerd, Dodge of Wis- 
consin, Douglas, Foot, Geyer, Gwin, Houston, Johnson, 
Jones of lowa, Rusk, Seward, Thomson of New Jersey, 
Toucey, Wade and Weller.—17. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Badger, Bayard, Benjamin, 
Brodhead, Brown, Cass, Chase, Clay, Clayton, Dawson, 
Dodge of Towa, Evans, Fessenden, Fitzpatrick, Gillette, 
Hamlin, Hunter, Jones of Tennessee, Mallory, Morton, 
Pearce, Pratt, Reid, Shields, Slidell, Stuart, Sumner, Weils 
and Wright.—30 

So the Senate refused to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the Pacific railroad bill. 


EXTENSION OF BOUNTY LAND LAWS. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I move that the Senate 
now proceed to the consideration of the bill ‘in 
addition to certain acts granting bounty land to 
certain officers and soldiers who have been en- 
gaged in the military service of the United States.”’ 

| need not repeat that I think we are prepared 
to voteupon it, It has been a long time before 
the Senate, and I think it can be disposed of in 
ffieen minutes, 

Mr. BENJAMIN. This is about the fifth time 
thet this bill has been in a condition to be dis- 
posed of in fifteen minutes, and on every such oc- 
casion it has taken the entire day. I trust that 
those gentlemen whose sections of the country are 
interestedein the internal improvement bills, will 
giveus a chance to vote on them. Most of those 
bills are comprised in three lines. They relate 
to measures which received the action of both 
branches of Congress at the last session. 1 trust 
weshall now be permitted to take them up and 
pass them. 

Mr. EVANS. While other gentlemen are 
putting in their claims for the consideration of 
measures in which they feel an interest, as the 
Pacific railroad bill has been laid aside, at least for 
to-day, | wish to call attention to the fact that the 
next bill on the special orders is a bill for the final 
settlement of the claims of the soldiers of the rev- 
olutionary army. Il hope we shall take up the 
bills in the order in which they stand. The one 
to which I have alluded is next in order, and I ask 
that it may be taken up. 

The PRESIDENT. The first question is on 
the motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 


__ THE :CO 


in the House of Representatives was || 


Mr. SLIDELL. Does it not require the pass- | 


ing over of the regular order of business to reach 
the bill to which the Senator from Pennsylvania 
now calls the attention of the Senate? 

Mr. BRODHEAD. No, sir. 

Mr. EVANS. _I think it does. 


Mr. CASS. Let me suggest to the Senator | 


from Louisiana that, if there be a prospect of 
taking the vote on the bill of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania without further discussion, he might 
as well give way. 

Mr. SLIDELL. If there is to be no discussion 
on that bill, f am willing to yield. 

Mr.CASS. The honorable Senator from Penn- 
sylvania thinks there will be no discussion. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I hope we shall not 
fromed to the consideration of the bounty land 

ill. I think it has had quite its fair proportion 
of the time of the Senate, and a good deal more. 
I trust the Senate will vote down the proposition 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania, and then accede 
to the suggestion of the Senator from Louisiana, 
and proceed to the consideration of the bills to 
which he has referred. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on the motion of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
Vania, 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 29, nays 15; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell, Brainerd, Brodhead, Brown, 


Chase, Clayton, Dawson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Douglas, 
ot, Geyer, Gillette, Gwin, Hunter, James, Jones of Ten- 


of lowa, Evans, Fitzpatrick, Jones of lowa, Pearce, Se- 
bastian, Slidell, Sumner, Thomson of New Jersey, Wade, 
and Wiight—15. 

So the motion was agreed to, and the Senate 
accordingly resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Illinois, 
{Mr. Surevps.} 

Mr. BADGER. I think the first question is 
upon a motion to reconsider an amendment which 
1 offered, and which the Senate placed in the bill. 

The PRESIDENT. The Secretary reports 
another amendment to be pending. 

_ Mr.WELLER. The first question, I suppose, 
is on the motion made by myself to reconsider the 
amendment of the Senator from North Carolina. 

The PRESIDENT. The Secretary reports 
that the amendment pending, when the bill was 
last under consideration, is one offered by the 


Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Surexps,] to and the 
following: 


And be it further enacted, That the provisions of this act 
shall apply to the rangers who served on the trontiers 
against the Indians. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. 
down. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BELL. I now desire to renew the amend- 
ment which I offered to the original bill. 

Mr. WELLER. The motion to reconsider 
now takes precedence of any other amendment. 

Mr. BELL. Very well. I have no objection 
to considering it now. 

Mr. WELLER. It takes precedence of any 
other motion. 1 ask the Secretary to read the 
amendment which I moved to reconsider. 

Mr. BADGER. In taking down the memo- 
randum of what was done, the motion of the 
| Senator from California may have escaped the 

notice of the Secretary. 1 know thet the Senator 
_ moved to reconsider the vote by which an amend- 

ment offered by myself had been made to the bill. 

I moved an amendment to strike out of the first 

section the words ‘‘ and whose services have been 
| paid by the United States,’”? which amendment 
was agreed to upon the call of the yeas and nays. 
The honorable Senator having voted with the 
‘* yeas’”’ in favor of the amendment 

The PRESIDENT. Now movesto reconsider 
that vote. , 


I hope it will be voted 





moved to reconsider it. 
Mr. BRODHEAD. 
the amendment mentioned by the Senator from 
North Carolina was the one which was moved to 
be reconsidered. 
| Mr. WELLER. Theamendment was different 
from that. It was reduced to writing afterwards 
| by the Senator from Louisiana. 
Mr. BADGER. The Senator is right. 
Mr. WELLER. Let the Secretary read it. 
The amendment was to add, at the end of the 
first section, the following: 


And provided also, That where any such officers, sol- 
diers, or volunteers, may have been called out and em- 
bodied by authority of any State, to resista public enemy, 
they shail be entitled to the benefits of this section, although 
they may not have been paid by the United States. 


Mr. BADGER. I do not mean to discuss the 
; question; but before voting upon the motion to 
reconsider, it is due to myself to say that, when 





|| State in which troops were called out and paid 


| 


by the State. It has been suggested to me by a 
| friend that the money so paid was afterwards re- 
| funded by the United States. It may be so. I 
| have no knowledge or recollection of it. I had 
| supposed it had not been paid, because the State 
| which I have the honor in part to represent, is 
| ever negligent in making claims against the Gen- 
| eral Government. I merely make that statement 
| in justice to myself. I shall vote against the 


the amendment was under discussion in the Sen- | 
| ate, 1 mentioned a case as having occurred in my | 


GRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
|| _NAYS—Mesers, Adams, Badger, Benjamin, Clay, Dodge || s% 


Sebastian, Slidell, Stuart, Thom * : ‘ 
cey, Weller, Wells, and Wright 99. Of. om Sere, Sy 

NAYS—Mesers. Badger, Benyamin, Brainerd, 
Clayton, Evans, Fessenden, Fitzpatrick, Foot 
Hamlin, Morton, Pearce, Pratt, : 
and Wade— 18. 

So the motion to reconsider was agreed to; and 
the question recurred upon the amendment. 

Mr. BADGER. There seems to be a very 
remarkable change in the opinion of the Senate, 
in regard to the value and excellence of that amend- 
ment, in the course of a few days. The motion 
to reconsider is agreed to, on the yeas and nays, 
by a considerable majority, while the amendment 
itself was agreed to by a very large majority. I 
should be glad if the Senate would indulge me 
with the yeas and nays upon the adoption of the 
amendment, so that the various changes in opinion 
may appear on the record. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, were—yeas 23, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Benjamin, Brainerd, Clay, 
Clayton, Dixon, Douglas, Evans, Fessenden, Fitzpatrick, 
Foot, Gillette, Hamlin, Morton, Pearce, Pettit, Pratt, Rusk 
Seward, Slidell, Sumner, Thompson of Kentucky, an 
Wade—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bell, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, 
Cass, Dawson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Lowa, 
Geyer, Gwin, Houston, Hunter, Johnson, Jones of Iowa, 
Jones of Tennessee, Mason, Reid, Sebastian, Shields, 
Stuart, Thompson of New Jersey, Toucey, Weller, Wells, 
and Wright—26. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. DODGE. 1 offer the following amend- 
ment: 


ind beit further enacted, That no lands entered and 
paid for by warrants issued under the provisions of this act, 
inthe name of any assignee or assignees of such warrants, 
shall be sold in a quantity exceeding three hundred and 
twenty acres in a contiguous tract; nor shall any one per- 
son entering and paying for lands with such assigned war- 
rants be entitled to thus enter and pay for more than six 
hundred and forty acres of land within any one township. 


I will state, for the information of the Senate, 
that the amendment is the one which was offered 


Clay, 
Gillette, 
Rusk, Seward, Suinner, 


| by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Crayton] to 


Mr. BADGER. He, subsequently to thevote, || 


the original bill, and which was agreed to by the 
Senate, with an amendment proposed by myself, 
reducing the number of acres as they stand in the 
amendment as I have now offered it. It received 
the vote of a Jarge majority of the Senate on a call 
of the yeas and nays. Shae there will be no 
objection to itnow. It has been left out of the 
subeticute by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. It is not necessary. 

Mr. CLAYTON. 1 shall move to amend the 


b bli 
Ido not understand that || amendment by doubling the number of acres in 


each case. That will make it stand as | originally 
proposed it; and I do not think that is too large 
for a farm inthe West. If the restriction is made 
so narrow as my friend from lowa proposes, it will 


| have the effect of greatly depreciating the value of 
| the warrants in the market. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. If the object is to prevent a 


| whole section of country of good lands being taken 
| up on the location of these warrants, the amend- 


ment of the Senator from lowa will not accomplish 


|| that object, nor will that proposed by the Senator 


| from Delaware. 


The provision is, that not more 


}than three hundred and twenty acres shall be 


located together by any one person, and not more 
than six hundred and twenty acres in the same 
township. Well, sir, you may take a man who 
has warrants for one hundred thousand acres. He 
will allow one man to make a location, and an- 
other, another, and thus take a whole township 
under that very amendment, and be the owner of 
it. You must make the provision that there shall 
not be, under this bill, more than three hundred 
and twenty acres located together, and, under this 
bill, there shall not be more than six hundred and 


| forty acres located in the same township, whether 


reconsideration, because I think the amendment | 


right. 

» WELLER. I regard this as decisive of 
the fate of the bill; and, therefore, ask for the 
yeas and nays upon it. 

| The yeas and nays were ordered, and being 

| taken, were—yeas 29, nays 18; as follows: 


| 


Lessee, Mason, Morton, Pettit, Pratt, Reid, Rusk, Seward, || Brown, Cass, Dawson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of 


Stuan, T 
wa gyhompeon of Kentucky, Toucey, Weller, and | 


is—' 


lowa, Geyer, Gwin, Hunter, James, Johnson, Jones of 
Iowa, Jones of Tennessec, Mallory, Mason, Pettit, Reid, 


it be in the name of one person or a thousand 
persons. Then you will accomplish your object. 
But if you make it that they shall not be located 
by any one person, a man will make his first loca- 
tion, and have his agents for others, and you make 
no limitation at all. I would suggest, therefore, 
to my friend from lowa to modify his amendment, 
so as to say that, under the provisions of this bill, 


| there shall not be located more than three hundred 


|| YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bell, Bright, Brodhead, | 


! 


| and twenty acres in a body, nor more than six 


hundred and forty acres in any one township, 
whether it be by one or more persons. 
Mr. DODGE, of lowa. I accept that modifica- 
tion. 
Mr. CLAYTON. Such a provision as that 
would render the warrants almost worthless. I 








i 
; 
+ 
; 
: 
: 


withdraw my amendment; and ask for the yeas 
and nays on the amendment of the Senator from 
lowa, as modified. 

The yeas and —- were ordered. 

The PRESIDENT. The amendment of the 
Senator from Delaware is withdrawn; and the 
question is on the amendment of the Senator from 

owa, which has been modified to read as follows: 

‘ind be it further enacted, That no lands entered and 
paid for by warrants jesued under the provisions of this act, 
in the name of any assignee, or assignees, of such warrants, 
shat) be sold in a quantity exceeding three hundred and 
Iwenty acres in a conuguous tract, nor shall any person, or 
persons, entering and paying for lands with such assigned 
Warrants, be entitied wo thus enter and pay for more than 
eix hundred and forty acres of land within any one town- 
sip under the provisions of this act which, in the aggre- 
gate, shail exceed the amount above stated. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I should like to have the Sen- 
ator from lowa, or the Senator from Illinois, state 
how many acres this bill wilf require. I think, if 

ou permit only six hundred and forty acres to 
be located in any one township, you will hardly 
find enough townships in which to locate the war- 
rants. . 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will leave my friend from 
Iowa, and my friend from Delaware, to answer 
that objection. I have not offered such a propo- 
sition as this, nor am I prepared to show that all 
the lands provided for in the bill evercould be en- 
tered under such anamendment; but! do say, that 
the provision that they were proposing—that it 
should not be done by any one person—seemed to 
pet a limitation in the bill when it was really no 
imitation; and would encourage men to do indi- 
rectiy whatthey were forbidden to do directly. It 
was calculated to mislead, without accomplishing 
the objects professed to be had in view. | am not 
prepared to say that, under the amendment, there 
would be townships enough having public lands 
in them to exhaust all the lands provided for in 
the bill, and hence should not have offered the 
amendment myself, as an original amendment. 

The question was taken by yeas and nays; and 
resulted—yeas 23, nays 30; as follows: 

Y EAS—Mesers, Adams, Allen, Benjamin, Cass, Chase, 
Clay, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Lowa, Fitzpatrick, 
Gillette, Gwin, Houston, Johnson, Jones of Lowa, Mallory, 
Sebastian, Shields, Slidell, Stuart, Sumner, Thomson of 
New Jersey, Wade, and Weller—23. | 

NAYS—Mesers. Badger, Bell, Brainerd, Brodhead, 
Brown, Butler, Clayton, Dawson, Dizon, Douglas, Evans, 
Fessenden, Foot, Geyer, Hamlin, Hunter, James, Jones of 
‘Tennessee, Mason, Morton, Pearce, Pettit, Prat, Reid, 
Rusk, Seward, ‘Thompson of Kentucky, Toucey, Weils, 
and Wright—30, 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr.BELL. I now offer the amendment which 
I offered to the original bill—to insert in the first 
section, after the words “service of the United 
States,”’ and again after ‘‘ therein,’’ among the list 


of those to be entitled to the benefits of the bill, | 


the following: 


And each of the surviving officers and privates who, in | 
any of the wars in which this country has been engaged, 
performed military service against the public enemy, though 
not called and regularly mustered into the service of the 
United States. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. I rise to a question of 
order. The honorable Senator from Tennessee 
moves to amend the substitute which has been 
adopted. I do not understand that that is in order. 
All the other amendments have been separate and 
independent sections. They were offered to amend 
my substitute, which has been adopted, by adding 
to it; but I take it, that the phraseology of the sub- 
stitute cannot be varied. 

Mr. BELL. I can get over that by adding it | 
as an additional section. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL @ 


provides bounty lands for all who were called into 
the service in the late war with Great Britain, and 
I think the Indian wars from 1790, whether they 
performed any service or not against the public 
enemy—whether they ever heard a hostile gun 
fired or not; and thousands of them never did. | 
will say no more. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I will not debate the 
amendment. I merely rise to ask whether this is 
not the same in substance, although not going 
quite as far as the amendment offered by yourself, 
(Mr. Bapcer in the chair,) and voted down. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. {t is not the | 
same amendment. Does the Senator raise a point | 


| of order? 


Mr. BRODHEAD. No, sir. 

Mr.MALLORY. Iam very glad that the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee has offered the amendment. 
it embraces a class of cases which have arisen in 
my own State, where two companies were organ- 
ized immediately upon the outbreak of the Indians 
in 1849. ‘They were not mustered into service, 
but they did good service to the State, and, of 
course, to the United States. They cannot re- 
ceive bounty land under the present organization, 
but this amendment will giveittothem. TheState 
itself assumed to pay those men, and issued scrip 
accordingly. 

Mr. CASS. There is no Senator who is dis- 
posed to go further than I am; but as surely as 
you adopt such a provision as that, without any 
check upon it, so surely will it be most extrava- 


/gant. Allow me to mention a little incident that 
| occurred in my presence the other day. When 


the officers and soldiers of the war of 1812 were 
assembled in convention in the church in this city, 
one of them came, took me by the hand, and said: 
“Tl am ig glad to see you.”’ After some con- 
| versation, | asked him wh rehehad seen me? He 
said: ** | saw you at the hattle of Tippecanoe. I 
recollect you as well as any event that has happened 
in my life.”” He spoke honestly; thought he had 
seen me somewhere, beyond a doubt; but, of 


‘|| course, he did not see me there, for I was not 
there. Now, Mr. President, if you go back, in || 
this way, beyond the war of 1812—if you go back | 


to 1775, and onwards, it will be the loosest ar- 
rangement the Government ever made. 
Let me teil you another fact which I learned 


| from the Commissioner of Pensions, to show how | 


| loosely these thingsare done. He told me he had 

| in his office certificates from a justice of the peace 

| that the person who took the deposition preceding 
it was a man so and so. I[t was all right, under 
the seal of the court, and the seal of a great State 

annexed that that man was a justice of the peace, 

| 

| 


|| and full credit was due to him; and yet there was 


| no justice of the peace, no certificate in it at all. 


[t was not anything. It wasall forged. In fact 


| it was all given in blank to be filled up. The 


| Commissioner told me the fact that one of those 


certificates, under the executive seal of the State, || 


was dated after the expiration of the term of office 


of the Governor himself. All this calls upon us | 


for very great caution. 
| Mr. BELL. Now, Mr. President, we have 
precisely a specimen of the reasoning, and mode 
of opposition, which has always defeated any 


| recognition of the claim to the notice of the Gov- || 
| ernment of those gallant riflemen of the mount: || 


ains who performed those achievements which 
Jefferson pronounced were the turning point of 


|| the Revolution. The term of service was too 


| short, is one objection. That has been the objec- 
tion for twenty-odd years, to my knowledge, since 


The PRESIDENT. The amendment is in ] I have been a member of Congress. You cannot 


order. The question is of agreeing to it. 

Mr. BELL. I will merely remark that it is | 
intended to cover a class of cases where the most | 
efficient and brilliantservice was performed against | 
the public enemy; and yet the volunteer riflemen | 
vf the mountain, who performed it, were never | 
called nor mustered into the service of the United | 
Siates. They performed the service, of which I | 
= within a period, I believe, of thirty days. 

e | 


y left their homes, captured Ferguson, and 
slew, or made Rees one thousand one hun- 
dred and fifty of the public enemies, and returned, 
all within thirty days; yet they never got a pen- 
sion, because their service was too short. They 
never had bounty land given them, for the same | 
reason | suppose, I merely avail myself of the | 
opportunity presented by this bill, to see if they 
can be recognized, when the bill, upon its face, 


get a pension for them because the term was too 
short. They were only out some twenty or thirty 
days. Now, again, there is no muste:-roll, and 


we shall be liable to an indefinite number of frauds | 


| under it. Will the honorable Senator tell me if 


he does not know that thousands of frauds have 
already been committed under your pension laws, 
and that there will be frauds again, and that it is 
one of the abuses incident to this enormous sys- 


heard the objection thrown out the other day: | 
Why, there is no muster-roll, and it will give rise | 


| tem of pensioning which we have got into? I 
| 
j 


to a great many frauds! What isthe act of 1832? 


| Is there any muster roll in any of the States which 


authorized State troops, except one which I re- 
member, or, perhaps, two—Virginia and New 
Hampshire? The Department had to provide 
regulations in the best manner they could, the 


LOBE. 


| and without regard to the muster-roll. We 
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| wisest manner their judgment indicated, to preven; 
frauds. Yet, sir, numerous frauds have been 
committed under the act of 1832, which provided 
for all who had served in the Revolution, whether 
mustered into the service of the United States, o 
regarded as Continental troops, or State troops 
know, 
in fact, that there were no muster-rolls except in 
two States. 

Mr. CASS intimated his dissent. 

Mr. BELL. I beg the honorable Senator t, 
show it. 1 appeal to honorable Senators who ars 
acquainted with the subject to say whether every 
thing has not rested upon parol, the recollection 
of witnesses. The rules and regulations adopte| 
by the Department, in order to prevent fraud 
upon reputation and recollection, are very uncer. 
| tain after a great lapse of time; yet, sir, thousands 
| have received pensions upon testimony with no 
greater certainty or validity than that. 

Here, then, is the renewal of the objection. |; 
is not that thé term of service was too short; but 
it is too uncertain, and indefinite, and will lead to 
a great many frauds. There were not a great 
many engaged in that battle. There were hardly 
enough of them to guard the prisoners that they 
captured when the battle was over—one of the 
most brilliant exploits of the Revolution. What 
has occurred under your system of 1832? Why, 
sir, ask your Commissioner of Pensions, and the 
various committees of pensions who have served 
in the House or Senate, from time to time, since 
1832, and they will tell you it is their candid be. 
_ lief that not only every man who performed mil- 

tary service in the United States against the public 
| enemy has come in under it, but in hundreds of 
_ instances, every tory who lived to a great age, and 

acquired a character among his neighbors, when 
| it came to be getting indefinite and uncertain tradi- 
tion in regard to them, and when they had con- 
nected themselves extensively and respectably and 
become valuable citizens of the neighborhood, 
And yet, because the term of service of the gal- 
|, lant heroes of King’s Mountain was too short, and 
frauds may becommitted, we will not give a pen- 
sion ora recognition by an award of bounty land. 
| As I said the other day, there are but few of that 
|| gallant body of men, if there be any, now living. 
|| Some of them have left children, and if they get 
no bounty land, it would be something to them if 
|| some recognition were to be found upon the pub- 
|| lic records that their ancestors were engaged in 
|| that brilliant affair. Give them a brass medal, or 
|| a copper medal, if you please. But, now, as | 
stated upon a former occasion, from the fact of 
|| the battle of King’s Mountain never having been 
| noticed in any public act of Congress recognizing 
| the claims of revolutionary officers and soldiers, 
|| no pensions having been awarded to them, and the 
|| five thousand agents collecting testimony, histor- 
ical and traditionary, in regard to every other 
battle in the thirteen colonies, not naming the bat- 
tle of King’s Mountain, it has almost gone out of 
recollection. Tradition has almost failed, in every 
] section but one, to carry down to posterity the 
|| memory of that battle. I stated on a former oc- 
| casion that I saw, even in so respectable a paper 
| as the Intelligencer, and copied into every leadin 


journal I believe—all that [ saw—in the Unit 
States, a statement of the most brilliant affairs 
‘| during the Revolution, in which the battle oj 
| King’s Mountain was omitted. 

‘| There were gallant South Carolinians, too, in 
| that battle. The gallant and noble Williams fell 
there. They ee the mountain men from east 
| Tennessee and western Virginia. A portion of 
| North Carolina gallantly came to their aid. They 
| all concentrated within a few days and assi 

| in that brilliant affair. 

Now, sir, for some cause or other, for some 
|| reason or other—their term of service too short, 
i danger of frauds, its uncertainty, want of muster- 
rolls, they have been excluded from pensions; 
and now, when we are about to give bounty land 
to every man who was mustered into the service 
during the war of 1812—though they never saw # 
public enemy; tens of thousands were called out 
on the sea-board, fearing an attack which never 
|| did take place, and though they never marched 4 
foot, or, at least, if they were only fourteen days in 
service—it will not do to go any further and over- 
barden the bill. You will kill it toa certainty, 
we are told, if we connect with it a small class 
that has never been included in any of the benei- 











